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» To Mr. PETER DOwLEx. 


STR, 


AD the Letter you lately writ and ſent to Me, re- 
lated only to My Self, how Ill ſoever you have 
dealt with me therein, yet it ſhould for my part 

| have never ſeen any other Light, than that Fx the 

Fire. But ſince your Letter is of Publick Concern, and re- 

lates not only to My ſelf, but to the Controverſy between 

Us; and fince you and your Followers have with great In- 

duſtry and Aſſurance given out, that it contain'd a Full 

Anſwer to my Two Primed Letters; I leave it to the World 
to judge, whether I am not under an Indiſpenſable Obli- 
"gation of Publiſhing your Leiter, that ſo I may prove the 
Falſeneſs of the Rumour ſpread abroad by you and your 
Party, and V indicate the Goodneſs of the Cauſe I am En- 

aged in. a 
© J can aſſure you, Sir, that I have been moſt ſtrictly Care- 
full, that no Injuſtice ſhould be done you by Tranſcribing 
your Letter, inſomuch that I have not ſuffer'd a ſingle Letter 
or Comma to be Alterd. And I have alſo deſired, that the 
like Special Care might be taken by the Primer. 
| Before I come to the Conlideration of your Letter, I 
cannot but here Obſerve to you, how pregnant and lively 
an Inſtance is afforded by you and yow Followers of the 
ſtrange and deplorable Obſtinacy of Wilifull Prejudice, 

I cannot but in Charity think that ſome of yuur Followers 

will be fo Juſt to Me, as to Bear me Witnels, that upon 

ö Applying my Self to them in order to Convince them 
of the Sinfullneſs of their Separation, they with a ſeeming Mo- 


deſty Excuſed themſelves from Arguing thoroughly the A- 
ter with me, adding that N Dowel to propoſe what I bad 
10 [a to Mr. Dowley, and that they ſhould very much _—_ 
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4 To Mr. Peter Dowlep. 


have the Points in Controverſy Fairly Debated between Us Two | 
for their Satisfaction. Hereupon I drew up my Two Letters © 
ſince Publiſhed : for though I knew there were Already ex- 
tant many Excellent Diſcourſes or Books on ſuch Subjects, 


yet I knew of No one that was Suitable either to my Own 
Circumſtances for to Purchaſe and Diftribute , or to the 


Circumſtances of my Diſieming Pariſhioners to Peruſe and 


Read. 


Now as 7 had thus Not refuſed to take (no — Pains 
at the Motion, and for the Satisfaction, of your Followers 


\ aforeſaid; So I did indeed Expect, and I think not with- 


out good Reaſon, that you likewiſe ſhould have been Moved 
and Prevailed with by the fame your Followers, Nor to refuſe 
to take the like Pains for their Sati, faction, namely by Putting 
into their Hands a Direct and Particular Anſwer of your 
Own to All the ſeveral Points made out in my Letters Againſt 
your and their Principles and Practices. 

L leave the World to judge, whether This be Any other, 
than what your Followers above ſpecified ſtand in Honour 
Engaged to Preſs and Prevail on you to Do; or whether elſe 
They have not Good Reaſon to ſuſpect that their Cauſe is 
Very Bad, {ince you their Leader are Afraid to Appear 
Publickly in It's Behalf ; and therefore whether 'They have 
not Good Reaſon to Quit and Renoznce both It and You, 
Is it not then moſt Strange, and no other way to be Ac- 
counted for but by the Badneſs of your Canſe, and the un- 
reaſonable Obſtinacy and Blindneſs of Prejudice, that you, 


Sir, for your part ſhould Content your Self to Do no more 


than Send me 4 Written Letter together with De Laune's 
Plea for the Non-conformiſts ; and your Followers on their part 
ſhould preſently be Cumented (without ſo much as the Sight 
or Reading of your Letter, and only) with a bare implicit 


* ſo Popiſh) Belief of your Letters containing a Satis- 


actory Anſwer to my Printed Letters? 


That nothing may be wanting in me to Convince you 


and your Followers of ſuch Jour and their) unwarranta- 
ble Prejudice and Pariiality, I ſhall conſider Each Caſe di- 


ſtinctly; and out of Reſpect to you, Sir, I ſhall give your | 


Caſe the Firſt place. 
Tow 
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To Mr. Peter Dotuoley. 7 


Ie Your Letter then may (as will appear hereafter) be diſtin- 
ers "2 euiſhed into Three General parts, viz. Bare Confident-Aſſer- 
eX- * rions intermixt with Uncivil Language; Sham or down- 
cb, right Falſe Reaſons for your Not Appearing in Print; and 
Wn | Hints (as you call them) of What Feats you Conid Atchieve, 
the were you but pleaſed to be in he Mind. 
end Whether I have not Abundantly Proved below, that 
* your Reaſons are no other than mere Pretencet or Domnright 
Frlaſſiiet; and that the Hints you have given, expoſe (not 
vets Mine, but) your Own Nakedneſs ; let the impartial and judi- 
th- cious Reader determine. As for the other general Part of 
wed your Letter, I am very well, content to be altogether Ontdone 
fuſe by you, viz. both as to Bare Confidence of Afſiertion, and alſo 
ing as to Incivility of Language or Treatment, Thus much for 
you your Own Letter here in general. 
inſt As for De Lawne's Plea &c. ſent with your Letter, I make 
0 you this very fair Offer, that if you ſhall think fit to put forth 
Tt, any Treatile by way of Proof (of what you pretend, viz.) 
weed that the ſaid Plea js a ſull Anſwer to my Letters, then I will 
en © hereby publickly engage my ſelf (by God's Bleſſing) tn /hew 
en tha you are very much miſtaken, and that De Laune : Plea 
ar (though ſomewhat Bulky in Volume, yet is very Scanty as to 
ave ſound Argument, and) doth not diſprove One Point Aſ- 
74x ſerted in my Leners. And the ſame Offer that I here make 
wad you in reference to De Laune's Plea, I make you likewiſe 


in reference to the other Books (referred to in your Let- 


ter, viz.) of Dr. Owen, Mr. Baxter, Mr. Clarkſon, Mr. Aalſop, 


7 an. — wo all ar Lo — Dre can in wee 
on poſſibly expect of me, till you make the way for my actua 

a performing what I \ hp Joh for I am wy. 4 andy as — 

ight "your Motions. 

wy | Laſtly, ſuppoſing Any of the Books aforemention'd did 

un contain a full Anſwer to my Letters, yet are you, Sir, aſſured 

you that your Followers have (or have you given your ſelf the 


trouble to take care that they ſhould have) ir for to read and give 


| ) them 


Satisfattion > Moreover, are you not perſwaded, that 
What is ſa1d more largely in any of the aforeſaid Books, might 


our . de brought into narrower Compaſs, and alſo might ſome 
1 other ways be render d more ſwirable to the Circumſtances 
oi A 3 of 
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6 To Mr. Peter Dowlep. 


of your Followers? And therefore how can you acquit 1 
your ſelf from taking (on ſuch an Occaſion) a little more 
than ordinary Pains for the Greater Benefit of your Party? Do 


you hereby approve your ſelf to be a Labourer in the V ine- 
yard> And now I have mention'd this Compariſon of 
the Church to a Vineyard, it brings to my mind what ſeems 
to be the moſt natural, and ſo beſt Account of your being 
fo ſparing of your Labour. For you well know, that though 
there is need of a great deal of pains to dreſs and keep 
Vines in due order, ſo as to Bring forth Good Fruit; and 
not in time to Degenerate ſo far as to Bring forth Vid 
Grapes: yet on the other band Briers and Thorns require 
no ſuch Cure to make them thrive, or to keep them Fom 
Turning or Altering ſo as to bear Good Fruit. 

From what has been ſaid, may appear the Strength of 
your own Prejudice, and Greatneſs of your own Partiality, in 
Refuſing to give my Letters their due Conſideration, and in 
Contenting your ſelf with what you have done, and is already 
mention d. I now proceed to the Cale of your Followers, 
and to lay open the Obſtinate Prejudice and Partiality, 
whereby they are carried away from Kightly Conſidering what 
I have offered to them in my Printed Letters, and are Forced 
at leaſt to make ſhew of their being fully Contented and Satis- 
fied even with your doing nothing for their Satisfaction. 

I defire then of your Followers only to give me a Direct 


and Sincere Anſwer (as before God) to this Queſtion, 


© Whether, ſuppoſing upon the Motion of any of them you had 
© Publickly propoſed to me your Objections againſt our Commu- 
te jon, and I had declined Returning you a Publick Anſwer hey 
te would not preſently have run away with full cry that (whatever 7 
e might Pretend, the only True Reaſon, why I did not, 
* was becauſe ) I Could not, or was Afraid to, Anſwer you 
Publicly > But now tis evident to the meaneſt Capacity, 
that for Perſons to think Will of the very ſame thing in One 
man, which they would think JA of in Another man, can 
be the Effect only of unreaſonable, and therefore unjuſti- 
fiable Prejudice and Partiality. 

And as the Behaviour of the Generality of your Party 


3s thus Highly Plameable, ſo this fort of Behaviour in them, 


who 
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o Mr. P Z7WIy. 


-, o moved me to Do what J have Done, is further Aggra- 


vared, as being Accuſable of Inſincerity as well as Prej u- 
dice and Partiality. For, whatever ſpecious Shew they 
made to me of being Willing to have Matters in Debate fairly 

* Diſcuſied, tis now apparent, that all the while they meant 
no other than what ſome of your Party have not been 
© A/hamed to Declare Openly to this effect, viz. that Let me 
WWrite what I would, they were Reſolved to Continue as they Are. 
However God forbid that I. ſhowld ceaſe to Pray for and Endea- 
pour their Repentance and Amendment. And ſo I come 
to the Conſideration of the Letter yon, Sir, were pleaſed 
to write id me, Which I ſhall conſider ( for the Reader's 


* Eaſe) Paragraph by Paragraph, 
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A True Copy 


OF 
Mr. D OLE S 
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Dr. E LL, 
Together with the Doctor's AN s WER. 
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Mr. DowLsvy's Letter. 


RE Vd. SIR 

Received 2: printed letters from you, the one directed to ſome 
of your own pariſh, & 38 to me, the — 
ing of your ſending ſuch things to me ( of whom you have no 
knowledge but only by common fame) I can no otherwiſe in- 
| , but you are ſo conceited of your performance, 
that you think all the diſſenters muſt needs be thunder [tracke, fall 
down convinced at the fight of your papers, or elſe that you wonld 

invite me 10 write by way of anſwer to the ſubjelt of your letters: 


Dr. WELL $'s Anſwer. 
That I have no other knowledge of y, Sir, bu: by common 
Fame (or what I haye heard from Orhers, more eſpecially 
v 
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e as my to printed 
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you was a Ven- 


Ar. Dowley's Letter &c. 


Y 9 
| own Followers,) I readily allow: and ſurely you muſt 


— that this is Ground Enough and Enough to Know 


7 you to be a Diſſenting Teacher, and Him whom my 


Pariſhioners fallow 5 and therefore Ground Enough to Send 
Letters. Pray what things 
could you reaſonably expect I ſhould Send yon, but Such 

Things > Indeed I underſtand by Common Fame, that the 
= more Affectionate of your Party frequently ſend you Other 


Things, which I eaſily imagine agree much better with your 


pretty manifeſt from your own Letter, that whaz I ſent did 
not digeſt well, but put you Ou of order, and Imo a kind of 
Fever: which is the Beſt Excuſe that can be made for your 
WUncharizable Interpretation of the Meaning of my ſending my 
: 2 1 3 ag 
For your words are [he meaning of your ſending ſuch things to 
ane I can no otherwiſe Interpret, 3 you are ſo conceived 
your Performance c.] Now had you, Sir, but a very 
mall portion of the ty ſo much talked of by your 
N Wy, you —_ have been —— 1 to have 
otherwiſe interpreted Meaning | things to yon, 
and to have had ſome more 4 | — to _ Selam 
Declarations, that I had never troubled you or my Pa- 
riſhioners with my printed Letters, but in order ( to do 
what in me lay) to wdeceive you and them as to your 
Errors and Prafiices. 
In ſhort, Sir, I leave you or the moſt quick-ſ1ghted of 
25 . to find out in Either of my Letters One 
downright unmannerly Perſonal Reflection, as you are 
Pleaſed out of your ſore of my — 5 beſtow 
upon me, viz. Being Conceized with my Own P That 
N ft to the Rules of Church- IT | 
Knew indeed aſore by Common Fame; but I confeſs I did 
not know, till I learnt ſo much from your own Letter, that 


pr and Conſtitution , than What 7 ſent. For tis 


K, 


F ou was likewiſe a Non-Conformift to the Rules of Common C vi- 


Well, but in what degree do you ſuppoſe me to be Con- 

ted of my Own Performance > Why, 2 think All the 
Diſtenters muſt needs be Thunder-Firuck, and fall down Convinced 
{1 at 


10 Mr. Dowley Leiter, 


a: the Sight of my Papers. Truly, Sir, was my Conceie like þ p 


this your Expreſdon, it would be very High and Afected. 
Pray don't your Sermons uſually run in this ſtrain of Els. "** 

e? And may it not be well ſuppoſed, that tis on ac- © 
count of ſuch your Mighty and Thwunder-ſtriking Expreſſions, _ 


that your Fearers by virtue of their UnqueFtionable Judgement 
have Dubbed you with the admired Title of a Powerful 
Teacher? 

As to the Diſſenters being Thunder-ffruck, I heartily 
wilh they did not give fo Juſt occaſion to think that 
they are ſo, at leaſt as the Word is ſometimes uſed to de- 
note, viz. Being Deprived of Right Reaſon and UnderFtand- 


ſh as to the Diſſenters Falling down Convinced at the 
Sight of my Papers, you have unawares given an Intimation, 
that you well underſtand how they are wont to be Convinced, 
; Viz. by Shew and Appearance, not by Reaſon and Argument. 
Indeed I wiſh I had not Cauſe to Fear, that Some of them, 
I ever they are Comvinced, muſt be ſo only Ai the Sight of 
my Papers; foraſmuch as they are ſo carried away with Pre- 
alice, as Not to Aﬀord my Papers the Reading, as they 


ought in Conſcience. 


ſhall now leave the World to judgo, whether you are 


not a very Bad and Uncharitable Interpreter hitherto 3 and ſo 
procced to your other 8 that I would Ixvite 

to Write by way of Anſwer to t elt of my Letters. Sir, 
. wot pleaſe 1 Dn with me, 4 | be very carefull 
to do you Juſtice ; and therefore freely own, that you are 
in the Right as to This Interpretation, as much as you were 
in the I/rong as to the Other. And I leave it to the Judg- 
ment of the Reader, whether you have alledged any tolera- 
ble Reaſon for Not Irling and Publiſhing an Anſwer. Let 
us fee then what follows'in your Letter. 


mY Mr. DowIE Vs Letter. | 
As to the former, I muft truly ſay I meet with no conviclion 
from them, but rather much confirmation in my judgement ei pra- 
flice, when I ſee ſuch a Mr. & Dr. of the Church coming forth in 
the defence of it, with ſo much ignorance weakiies e miflake, it 


effabliſhes © 


e Witb Dr. Wells Anſwer. 11 
like Habliſhes me that the truth is on our ſide, when one of ſuch de» 
ed, ¶ gree in the Univerſuy has ſo little of moment to ſay against ur. 

ac- Y Dr. W ELL s's Anſwer, 
Ns, As to your meeting with no Convittion &c, from my Letters, 
ent tis moſt Proper to refer it to the Determination of Impartial 
full * Judges, whether the True Cauſe thereof is to be aſcribed to 
the Weakneſs of my Arguments, or to the Strength of your Pre- 


dice. 
hat a I ſhall therefore only obſerve, that, had there been (in 
de- the Few Lines of your Letter immediately ſoregoing,) as 
nd- nuch Proof of what you lay io my Charge, as there is Courſe, 

if not J Language; I am ſure I ought #0 have Bluſhed. But 
the ſince there is only very Courſe, not to ſay J Language, and 
on, No Proof; pray conſider whether you ought not to Bluſh. 
ced, It iny /gnorance, WWeakne 5, and Miftake be ſo Great as you 
em. would have it thought, tis the more Eaſy for you to Ex- 
IN, «poſe and Shew It: and if I have ſaid ſo Little of Moment againſt 
& of you, tis the ſooner Anſwered, And therefore why will you 
re- let ſlip the Opportunity of a Publick Victory and Triumph: 
1eY I date ſay, and Others will be apt to think, that ſuch 

your Conduct is not owing to Any Kindneſs to Me. 

are You would do well to call ro mind, that an Army, 
fo which keeps cloſe within it's Entrenchments, and refuſes to joyn 
bite Battle in the Open Field, when tis fairly offer d by the Op- 
Ir, polite Side, is with very Good Reaſon counted to be the 
ull Jyraleſt in Reality, how much ſoever it may Decry the Ene- 
are my' Strength, and Boaſt of it's Own, or whatever Pretences it 
ere may give out forſo Acting. Whatever you pleaſe to think 
Ig- of my Ignorance, I will however be ſo Civil to you, Sir, 
ra- as to ſuppoſe, that your Ignorance is not ſo Great, but that 
Let you know how to make the Application to your ſelf: and 
therefore I ſhall go on to Conlider the Reaſons urged by 
you for your not Prbliſhing an Anſwer to my Letters. 


| Mr. DOwWLEY's Letter. 
And as to the other, many reaſons with-hold me from writ 
in © publichly at this time, the Nb mot excellent majeſty hath ſo oft 
 fegnified from the throne her deſire that all her ſubjet{1 ſhould live in 
love 
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12 Ar. Dowley's Letter, 


love & peace, that T ſhall not lightly take up the bone of contention, | 


perſons ſhould ſbem more manners to the government they live un- 
der, then to ſcatter ſtrife when the royal authority calls them to unity 
& concord. 


Dr. WELLsS's Anſwer. 


Since you ſay, Sir, that Maury Reaſms with-hold you &c. 
and are pleaſed to mention but three or four, which are Ar 


very far from being Good ones; it may be well inferr'd, that 
the Others mutt be Extremely Bad ones, and therefore you 
ated prudently in keeping them to your ſelf. Beſides, why 
do you intimate, that you are with-holden from Writing 


Publickly at This time more than you may be at Any time 
here after as long as you or I can probably expect to live? 


Her moſt Excellent Majefty, as She hath Often ſignified 
Already, ſo I heartily pray God that She may Live Often 
Again to Signif) 
ble Deſire : 
Unity and Concord. And ſure I am that the Only Deſign of 
my Letters was to Promote Love and Peace, Unity and Concord, 
by Endeavouring what I could to Remove the Chief Occa- 
fron of our Unhappy Diſcords. If my Letters have a Con- 
trary Effect on you, the Fault is only yours; if you cannot re- 


turn an Aſwer without an Unchriftian Contention, or with - 


the like Meekneſs and Calmneſs as my Letters were written 
with, tis the Unhappineſs of your Temper. But pray had it 
not been more for your Credit, to have Concealed this 
your Unhappineſs of Temper, than to have thus Diſco- 


fy from the Throne Her moſt highly Commenda- 
Alt her Subjefts ſhould live in Love and Peace, 


0 . 
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vered , that tis impoſſible for you to Anſwer, without 


Snarling like a Nog about a Bone? 

As to the Admonition you take upon you to give, I 
know No One in All theſe Parts that ſtands in need of 
it, but only your ſelf; and therefore be pleaſed to Do as Well 
as Say, and to Practiſè as one that knows that Perſons ſhould 


mare Manners to the Government they live under, than to 
—_— and Scatter Strife, and keep up Unneceſſary and 


Sinſull Diviſions by their Separate Congregations, when 


the Royal Authority calls them to Unity and Concord, and there- 
fore more eſpecially to lurch · Unity, as being the moſt Prin- 


cipal and the only true Baſis of All Other Unity whatever. 
I might 


| . 4 ' 7 
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With Dr. Wells Anſwer. 13 


tion, I might inſtance, Sir, in other Reſpects, wherein you fall 
un. ſhort of /hewing Manners to the Government, ſoraſmuch as 
mity you abuſe it's Gracious Clemency towards you, by going about 
among your Followers to Peryert and MVreft the Toleration 
Sod Not- Paſiing of the Occaſtonal Bill, into an Argument, that 
&c. your Separation is approved of by the Government. I omit alſo 
are another inſtance, which might ſhew, that whatever Reſpect 
that you pretend to have for the Government, you have howe- 
you Yer much Greater Reſpect for your Money. And would it 
hy pleaſe God to Enable you by his Grace to Deſpiſe theſe 
tins two Particulars, Money and Temporal Intereſt, T ſhould have 
time Great Hopes of your being St! Convinced by my Letters or 
ive> ſome ſuch other Means. 
ies This, Sir, is Enough to Shew the Weakneſs and In- 
ien ſufficiency of your Firſt Reaſon for Not writing Publickly 
ida- at this Time. Go we on to your ſecond Reaſon. 


rn of 5 Mr. Dow EV Letter. 
cord, There it enough writ on the ſicbject᷑ allready to ſatisfye thoſe that 
„ca- are willing to receive light, and thoſe that willfully ſhut their eyes 
on- 1 ſhall have no hope to enlighten, by any thing that may be far- 
tre- tber ſaid, had you peruſed the diſiemters defence of themſelves , 
tten Verſe others, you might have ſeen your ſelf anſwered before you 
dit wrote, and therefore its needleſs to write againe, ti ing of 
this Þ worth not conſidered is brought forth, of which ſort I ſee nothing in 
ſco- © your letters. ' 
out Dr. WELL s's Anſwer. 

1 may as ealily Deny as you, Sir, Aim, that there is 
e, 1 Enough I rit (I mean) on your fide already to Satisfie thoſe that 
d of vie Willing to receive Light. And J aſſure you, that I do not will- 
Vell fully Shut my eyes, and therefore you may have hope to Enlighten 


ould e, © Any thing that you ſhall pleaſe to ſay Further and 
„ % Conducive to that End. 

and As for the Writings of the Diſſenters, Dr. Owen, Mr. 
hen Baxter, Mr. Clarkſon, Mr. Alſop &c. it might be Enough to 
ere- © Reply, that had you peruſed Dr. Silingfee? Unreaſonable- 
rin- 3 neſs of Separation, and the Caſes of the London- Divines, or the 


ever. ; Abridgement of them, and other Treatiſes of o Mues 
i publiſh d 


14 Mr. Dowley's Letter, 


publiſh'd ſince the Writings you refer to ; you might have ſeen 
that I could not ſee my ſelf anſwer d before I wrote, and therefore 
that 'tis not needleſs for you zo write ſtill. But I rather chooſe to 


alledge, that tho you may be ſo Partial as never to Look 
into any of Our Writers, yet 7 know more of your 
writers than you may imagine, and I had (by God's Bleſs- 
Ing) given you a Publick Proof thereof by this time, had I 
not been called off to this Conſideration of your Letter. 
On which account I muſt deſire your Patience a little 
longer for that Tract, which, when it comes forth, will 
be a Further Evidence that I could not ſee my ſelf Anſwer'd 
before I wrote, and that tis not needleſs for you to write, ſince 
there is ſomething brought forth in my Letters of ſo much Worth, 


as to be Owned and Maintained as True by the ſoremention d 


Dr. Owen, Mr. Baxier &c. tho Denied, and Not Practiſed by 
you and your Followers. 

Thus you may ſee, if you will not ſhut your eyes, that nei- 
ther will your ſecond Reaſon acquit you from Writing Pu- 
blickly at this time by way of Anſwer to my Lettern. Take we 
now the third Reaſon under Conſideration, 


Mr. DowLEY's Letter. 

The caſe of that unhappy Gent : (the aut hor of the book herewith 
incloſed ) abundantly ſhews what diſadvantage the diſſenters lye un- 
der in writing, though never ſo much called upon & provoled there- 
to, they have been anſwered with priſons & pf ob Cr not with 
arguments, and therefore there is not roome for them to write ſo 
freely and fully on their caſe as the matter lead them, and as 
their adverſ#ries may againſt them, they may ſay tolle legem & 


"da 


2 
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ſiat diſputatio; but while things are ſo hedged about with penal | 


laws it is nat ſafe for them to write. 


. Dr. WEIILS's Anſwer. 
Mr. De Laune was indeed very Unhappy (not only as to 


the Misfortune of his Latter end, but allo) as to his Princi- 
ples and Practices, and particularly as to his Plea for he 


Non-Conformifts, it being One of the Aeaneft pieces even 
of that kind, and therefore methinks you have Diſparaged 
your Judgement in chooling to ſend me that Book — 

3 ome 
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e ſeen ſome other of your own Writers. Sir, I can aſſure you 
efore that I had (afore I received that which you ſent) peraſed 
fe to within this Twelve-month the faid Book; and that 1 
Look peruſed it more carefully than your ſelf, I believe I can ſub- 
your 2 ſo Good a Proof as will amount to a Demonſtration. 


Zleſs. For had yon ever Read but the very firf# page in the 
Bock after the Title-leaf, yon muſt there have found at 


ad 
cond the Bottom of the page a Plain Direct Contradiftion to what 
ittle vou ſo Confidently affirm in the part of your Letter laſt 
will Cited, as will appear by placing what you ſay and what is 
ver d here ſaid together ſide by ſide thus, 
ince Mr. Dowley's Words The Publiſher ( of Mr. De 
ih, Laune) 's Words. 
ond There is not Room for them | Bleſſed be God, We now lite 
d by (i. e. the Diſſenters) te Write ſo | in a more Mild and Genle 

F reely and Fully on their Caſe | Reign; in which it will net bs 
ey ** Matter would lead them, accoumed Criminal for Men in 
Fu. and as their Ad uerſaries may | a Sober and Modeſt manner, 10 
* We * againſt them. They may ſay, | Declare the Grounds and KRea- 

Tolle Legem & fiat Diſputa- | ſons of their Faith. 
tio, but while things are ſo 

; Hedged about with Penal Laws, 
2 it is not Safe for them to M̃ite. 
ere- Don't you ſee, Sir, what an Extraordinary Agreemers 
vith there is between what is ſaid in your Letter, and in the Book. 
% You ſent with it? If what you have choſen and ſent me 
12+ to be your own Evidence, will thus give in Wimeſs Againſt 


1% Jon; and what you deſign'd to be your own Voucher will 
na! thus flatly Give you the Ly, I cannot Help it, and you can 
Blame only your own Imprudefice and Diſingenuity in 
+ making ufe of ſuch Fallacious Arguments. | 
= Certainly, Sir, had you not too much Kelied on my Ig» 
to © Norance, you would not have yentur'd to Argue at this 
cj. ſtrange rate, viz. “ Mr. De Laune and the other Difſenters 
the + © © could not Write with Freedom and Safety in their own Defence 
* © when they incurr'd the Puniſhments once annex d to the breach 


— ef the Penal Laws: Therefore I Mr. Dowley cannot write 
Tre * with Freedom and Safety in my Own Defence Now, when the 
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te Penal Laws are diſarm d of their Sanction, that the Diſſenter : 
tt nc no Penalties by the Violation of them; but Liberty of the | lo 
FT «Prefs as well as of Conſcience is Gramed to them. Had I ne- ©* 
ver enjoyd the Happineſs of an Univerſity-Education, yet 
my own Natural Reaſon would of it ſelf have Enabled ine © 
to Diſcover the Falſeneſs of your foregoing Argument. 5 © 
And ] dare ſay you were Bred at a Separate ( if at Any) Aca- * bi 
demy; foraſmuch as from your way of Arguing all along - 
your Letter, it may be well inſert d, that you are a Diſtenter 
from the Eſtabliſhed Rules of Reaſon as well as Religion. Mt 
Moreover 7 8 * 2 — * that 
ow, Sir, your ſelf (as well as your Followers) are ſometimes 
— only at the Sight of . and Books? For had bh 
you gone but one Page beyond the Title-Page of Mr. De of 
Laune's Plea, you muſt have found the 1 M 
contratliction to what you ſay in your Letter. And therefore _ 
may it not be very reaſonably inferred, that you (Good E 
man, out of your Impariiality ) troubled your ſelf ro 
look no further, but preſently Fell down Convinced (oy at 5 
the Sight of the Title to Mr. De Laune s Book) that what fol- IN 
lowed was without all doubt Anſwerable thereunto, and 3 ph 
_ fo aſufficient Pleafor the Non-Conformiſts 2 On this account p 
I 4 muſt beg leave to put this Queſtion to you, whether you 
are not Convinced after the ſame manner, that the Works of R 
Dr. Owen, Mr. Baxter &c. are Juſt Defences of your Separation, 
namely, becauſe you have Seen, or perhaps only Heard of, 1 
ſome ſuch Title to their Books? And hence your Followers: | 
may (and Others will) gather, what ble Streſs or Feed is 
to be given to your Recommendation of a Book, ſince your ' 
Knowledge of It may be thus well ſuſ to be no other, „ 
than what may be moſt properly called only Superficial. 7 
It appears then from what has been ſaid, that what ou 
mention in your Letter as the third Argument ** 9 
Not Writing Pubüciy is (even by the Teſtimony of the 
very Book you ſent with it and Appeal to) a Downright Un- 
truth, and ſo No Argument. And therefore it appears 
alſo, that you might very well have Spared that Scrap * 
of Latin, Tolle ers being no 
manner of Occaſion for it, unleſs you would 2 = * 


Eo 
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looked upon as an Evidence of your Great Slill in the 
Lain Tongue. And if ſo, why did you not add likewiſe 
* a Scrap of Greek, and Hebrew for Proofs of your Profound 
> Learning in thoſe Two Languages? 
> Laſtly, in reference to this Part of your Letter I cannot 
but again put you in mind of your own Admonition above- 
mention'd, and deſire you to conſider, whether you do 
not Shew very Little manners 10 the Government, whilſt (in- 
ſtead of Renwrning Due Thanks for the Great Liberty gra- 
at Ciouſſy indulged to your Party) you ſtill continue on 
e Jour old Aturmwings and Complaints, that you are ( after 
ig © All that is Already done for yang ws much Fledged in with 
* Penal Laws, Sir, hereby you mak& it pretty plain, What 
you would be At; What is the Time you ſtay in expecta- 
tion of, for to Write Publickly in; and of What Stamp or 


S8 A7 2 


r Fort of Diſſenters you are of. But pray, What Liberty will 
to Comment you? you have heard above from One of your 
* zown Brethren, that you may Now Write Freely and Safely 


IL. 7” Sober and Modeft manner. And is not that Enough? 
* No; for it ſeems you are of ſuch a Temper, that you cannot 
* Confine your Pen within the Narrow Bounds of Sobriety and 


- Modeſty. 
of 'Tis time then now to proceed to your laſt pretended 


Reaſon for Not Anſwering me Publickſy. 


8 Mr. DowLzy's Letter. | 
I hat is matter of argument in your papier nich is but little) 
is mainly the ſame that the papi fis plead againſt the proteſtams, 


Wn 
of, 
ers 


ur and what you would replye to them in the defence of the refor- 
err mation, you may anſwer your ſelſe withall as to the moſt you 

hade to ſay againſt us, upon the ſame principles that you can 
= Juſtiſie your ſelves againft Rome, we can juſtifie our ſelves againſt. 
he © you, your pretending to make us falſe teachers for oppoſing your ce- 
„ © monies (which is all the evidence you give in that point) lays you 
” Ropen 10 the papifts to prove you the ſame ſor your leaving ary 
ars e theirs, | | 
— þ Dr. WELLs's Anſwer. 


In this paragraph you do, Sir, much as Children are 
Vont to do, when they go about to ſave themſelves from 
wi, Þ telling 
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telling a downright Ly, by adding to what they ſay an 
[Almoſt] or the like. © For what elſe is the deſign of your 
ſlipping in [Mainly] in one place, and in another [as io 
the moſt] but to keep your ſelf off as well as you could 
from maintaining a Notorious Unirmh, and yet to ſeem to 
lay Something, which however amounts at laſt to Nothing. 
For e defend our Reformation, and juftify our ſelves againit 
Rome, by proving that the Roman Church impoſes Sinjill 
Terms of Communion, ſuch as the Belief of Tranſubſtentia- 
tion, Purgatory, Worſhipping of Saints and Image: &c. But 
how can you have the Face to ſay, that you can jutiiſ f 
4 

* 

0 


2 
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your ſelves Againſt Us pn the like account > Doth our 
Church impoſe ſuch or #ny other Sinſull Term of Commu- © 
nion? Have Inot under the Fourth Head of iny F,rft Leiter 
particularly conſider'd the Common Objections made by © « 
your Party, and prov'd that Nothing that you objet againſt 1 
us is Sinfull? And therefore it lies upon you to Diſprove 5+ 
what I have there ſaid. . 

Avain, Sir, how can yon ſo Confidently affirm that 
All the Evidence I give as to the point of your being a Falſe 
Teacher, is taken from your Oppoſing Ceremonies > Either © 
you have not Read the Second Fead of my Letter #0 „eu 
ſelf, or elſe you muſt know that I prove you to be a 
Falſe Teacher on account alſo of your Teaching by a Faß 
Aion. And what I have faid hereupon, you are to 
Ti/prove, before you can juſtify your ſelf againit Us, by the 
fame Principles We juſtify our ſelves againſt the Papiſts. 

Nay, under the E:r##f Head of my Letter to your ſelf, ] 
prove you to be a Falſe Teacher on account of FExlſene;: 
of Dottrine, in Oppoſing the Obedience due to the G- 
vernours of the Church in things lawfull, and in Teaching 
or incouraging the People to leave their true and rigktſull 
Miniſters, and to follow you out of a wrong opinion of > | 
your being more Gified, and in other Points, which ſurely 
are more than Ceremonies. Aud therefore your Oppoſmy Ce- 
remonics io not the only evidence J give infor to make you 
a Falte Teacher, 

I do indeed under the Firſt Head of my Second Letter 
in{tance in ſome Ceremoryes, as Kneeling &c. And ſurely 

| whoſoever 
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X whoſoever Oppoſes even a bare Ceremony ſo, as to main- 
an tain it to be Sinfull, when the Scripture ſays no ſuch 
our thing, but even approves of it, is ſo far forth a Falſe Teacher. 
to Nor does the Church of England do fo in reſpect of Any 
nud ſuch Ceremony uſed by the Church of Rome: and therefore tis 
to [ a very falſe Aſſertion to ſay, that the Papiſts may prove Us 
nz. | Falſe Teachers for Leaving Any of their Ceremonies by the ſame 
nit _ Reaſons, that we prove you to be Falſe Teachers for Oppoſing 
full dur Ceremonies. 
ia. +} And thus I have ſhewn the Inſufficiency of your fourth 
Zut and laſt Reaſon for Not Vyiting Publickly. Next for your 
Inſetence from All taken together. 
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ter For theſe conſiderations I forbear at preſent a" in print 
by on this head, and though you ſhall burden the preſſe with your let- 
nl ters anſwerable to the months of the year, yet I aſiwe you (wich- 
We ont greater occaſion appear) you ſhall faile of your expectation Fl 
drawing me to the preſſe on that matter; not but that you have all- 
iat ready given abundant room and advantage to expoſe your naked- 
ſe >» neſr, as the jew following hints may ſerve for all the refF. 
1er | 
ur Dr. WELL 8's Anſmer. 

a I have, Sir, Letters by me, which as plainly teſtify thar 
„e _ my Letters have been No Burdens to the Preſs, as your own 
to _ Letter teſtifies them to be Heavy Burdens to you, who act like 
le One that wanting Strength to bear his Burden as he ought, or 

at leaſt to Eaſe himſelf of it Flandſomely, without any more 
a ado Flingsit off in a great Paſlion. 
But pray, Sir, what Greater Occaſion would you have 
. appear to Draw you to the Preſs? As for the Conſiderations 
vou have mention'd for your Forbearing at preſent to appear 
in print, let the Impartial Reader judge, whether they 
have not been already proved to be No' Conſiderations ; and 
as for the few Arguments you offer below in reference to 
the Controverſy between us, let the ſame Reader alſo 
judge, whether they are not there proved to be No Argu- 
ments. 
i Belides, Sir, you your ſelf mention a very Good Occaſion 
Y | 3 2 2 
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to Draw you to the Preſs, were it ſo as you lay, VIZ. that 7 
have given Abundan room and advantage to expoſe my naked- 
neſs. I am much afraid, leit your Own Conſcience tells 


you, that you do not really Think lo as you have run; 
for elic I dare ſay you would not refuſe to Take what is 
Given you: and (pray) Confeſs ingenuouſly, wh.ther this 
be not the very firſt time, that ever you did Reſuſe to Take 


4 Gitt> 


Well, but though you think not fit to rake Advantage E 


of me Publickly, or to Print a Full Anſwer to my Letters; 


yet you are willing Privately to let me ſee, what you. Could 


do with me, if yon would, by the Few follawing Hints, i 


which are ſuch Extraordinary Feats as that they may ſerve 
for All the Reft. Now then for Dim of Argument. 


Mr. DOWLE Y's Letter. 


Tou ſeem to glory in chriſts example of prayer in his agony, as 45 


your Achilles to juſtifie ſormes in that duty, whereas really nothing 


doth make more againſt them, for it is evident chriſt prayed then ac- 


cording to the preſent occaſion and exerciſe of his ſpirit, and ſo in- 
deed all prayer ought to be and all that we read of in ſcripture really 
was ſo, but no ſtinted formes can reach all occaſions that may hap» 
pen, not thoſe whoſe perfection is ſo much cryed up by the ad- 
mrers of them, for upon all new publicke occaſions there are ſtill 


new ones made : chriſts uſing the ſame words the 3 22 times he 

ing for you, for 
that may be and oſt is uſed in extempore prayer, expreſing the de- 
fre by the ſame words, when there is occaſion to pray oft ſor tbe 
ſame mercy, & you may as well argue from chriſts preaching © 
zo have formes of ſermons, as from his praying to have ſuch in that 
duty, for he oft repeated the ſame expreſiions in his doctrine as well © 


prayed upon that head of his ſufferings, makes not 


as in his devotion, as may be ſeen Math: 5: 2.1: 27: 33: 38:v% & 
chapt: 23: 13: 14: I5: 25:27: 29: v:. | 


Dr. WEL LsS's Anſwer. 

You threat'ned, Sit, to give ſome few Hints, how you 
could Expoſe my Nakedneſs: Lo All ſuch Readers as are ca- 
pable of underſtanding the Oddneſs of the Expreſſion, 
will (I am apt to beliere) think that you have in the 

yery 
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ale 
age 


rs; 
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2 yary next Sentence notoriouſly Expoſed your Own Nabed- 


; ; ” 


neſi, by introducing the mention of Achilles after ſo ab- 
ſurd and ridiculous a manner. May I ask, how oft you 
have uſed this Fine Expreſiion in your Diſcourſes to your 
* Hearers, telling them, that they ought to Glory in Chriſt's 


Example 46 their Achilles? How oft ſorver you have uſed 


it, doubtleſs it could not but carry along with it a Great 


Deal of Zdification; and it may very well ſerve for a 
. Shrewd Him, How juſtly yon Deſerve the Title of an 
Edifying Preacher. May not One he induced hereby to 
Imagine, that, notwithitanding the Out- ciy you make 
e Popiſh Unſcriptural Saints, there are allo ſome Hun- 
ritan Unſcriptural Saints, among whom this tame Achilles 
is eſteemed by you as Chief, or rather more than a Saint, 


or Chriſt himſelf? For turely in your Compariſon A- 


Rchilles has plainly the Pre-eminence given him even be- 


fore our Bleſſed Saviour, and is reprelented as a more Extra- 
ordinary Perſon, What a Strange Surprize then muſt it 
be to ſuch of your Followers as have heard you ule this 
Expteſſion, to be Undeceiyed and told that this ſame 
Achilles (if not a Puritan Saint commonly unknown , 
but That ſpoken of in common Authors) was no other 


than a Pagan or Heathen Hero or Great Warrtour; and 
conſequently that this your Expreſſion may be juſtly Cen- 
ſured as being in ſome ſort Irreligiout and Prophane | 


In ſhort, the chief Reaſon I can think of for your 
thus pulling in ( as it were by the h-ad and Shoulders) 


the Pagan or Heathen Achilles, is this, that you had a 
mind to ſhew, how much more Learned you are than ſuch 


4 Miniſter and Doctor of the Church as my ſelf; and that you 


ate extremely well Read in Homer and other Greek Au- 
thors. But I muſt beg leave to obſerve , that had you 


been pleaſed to have contrived ſome occaſion for intro- 


Iducing the mention of the Greek Word or Name writ in 


It's proper or Greek Letters, it would have been ſomewhat 


a Better Hint of your Vaſt Skill in the Greek Tongue 


Thus much for. the Manner of your Expreſſion ; let ns 


no conſider what you Aim at thereby; and the Mean- 
in thereof, as well as I can gueſs, muſt be in Plain Fn- 
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glißb to this Effect, viz. that I ſeem to Glory in Chriſt's exam- 
ple of Prayer in his Agony, as a main 2 to juſtify / 
Forms in that Duty. Sir, you need not have ſaid, that ? 


ſeem to Glory, for T am not Aſhamed readily to Own, that 


I do Actually Glory in Chriſt's Example, and that becauſe it 
is Chriſt's Example, and ſo the Greateſt that a True Chri- 
ſtian can Glory in, and of the Greateſt Authority to juſtify * 
Forms of Prayer. 

You ſay indeed that there is really Nothing that malle 
more Againſt Forms than Chriſt's Prayer in his Agony. But 
then you are pleaſed only to ſay ſo, and immediately to 
ſabjoyn (to ſave me the Labour) a very good Proof of the 
Falſhood of what you had ſaid juſt afore. For (add you,) 
it 1s Evident Chriſt prayed then according to the Preſent Occaſson : © 
and may not I as truly add, that ſo likewiſe Our Forms oo 
Prayer are Suitable or According to the Preſent Occaſion when 
they are uſed 2 You farther add, that Chriſt then prayed ? 
according to the Exerciſe of his Spirit. Now I have obſerved * 
(p. 19, 20. of my Letter to a Diſſenting Pariſhioner ) that 
by this and the like Expreſſions Can be meant but One 
of thete two things, either Making a New Prayer by the * 
Afſiiſtance of the Spirit, or Saying a Prayer already made with a 
. Devotion. In the former ſenſe our Saviour could 
then pray but only the firſt time; the two other times He can- 
not poſſibly be ſaid zo pray according to the Exerciſe of hs 
Spirit any other ways than in the latter ſenſe of the Words, 
or as it denotes to pray or repeat a prayer with the Spirit of 
Devotion In like manner our Common Prayer may _ | 
dering the Great Piety of the Compilers of It, and with 
what Due Preparation they ſet about the Work, by Ear- 
neſtly Praying God for his Special Aſſiſtance therein ) 
juſtly be eſteemed as Firſt Drawn up or Made by the Aſiiſiance 
of the Spirit; and whoſoever Kightly uſes it ever ſince, may 
be truly ſaid to Pray according to the Exerciſe of his Spirit ot 
2 Devotion. And thus you may ſee, if you do not 

ut cloſe your eyes, that even according to your Own Ac- © 
count there is an Excellent Agreement between Chriſt's Prayer © 
in his Agony and our Farms of Prayer. 1 

But (go you on) No Stimed Forms can reach All Occa nw 1 

. [ p RS 7 
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that may happen. Sir, I have had (perhaps you may call 
it) the Misfortune to be ſo much uſed (by that Sort of 
Study which I take a peculiar Delight in) to Connexion, 


that I cannot get over this ſame little Particle [But] with- 
2} ont conſidering how it comes in here, which is thus: ſay 


you, Nothing really makes more againſt Forms than Chriſt's 
Prayer in his Agony ; then for proof hereof you add, For 
Chriſt then prayed according to the Preſent Occaſion, Rut no ſtinted 
Forms can reach All Occaſions, Therefore ( What? wall 
it follow that) No Stinted Form can be According to the Pre- 


- ſent Oecaſian: This ſurely will never follow by Any Rules 
of Logick or Right Reaſoning. Pray then, Sir, give me 


leave now to give you a Kind Admonition, viz. that How 
much ſoever you may think fit to Deſpiſe Logick in your 
Diſcourſes to your Heerers ; yet whenever you [Write to (hers, 
or think fit to Appear in Print, you would be pleaſed to 
have more Regard to the fees (tho' they be likewiſe 
Kinted Forms) of Syllogiſm. By theſe you might have per- 
ceived, that a Stinted Form, tho" it may not reach All Oc- 
caſions, yet it may be very well uſed According to a Pre- 
ſent Occaſion. Nay, you might have perceived, that what 
you ſay in this reſp:& Againſt Stimted Forms , holds as 
much Againſi ow Szviour's Prayer in his Mony: for tho' it 
was then according to the Preſent Occaſion, yet ſurely you will 
Own that It will Nor Reach Mi! Occaſions. Nay, this your 
Objection makes as much againſt Extempore Prayer as 
Stimed Forms: for ſurcly you will Allow that even the ſame 
Extempore Prayer will Not reach All Occaſions; otherwiſe 
why do you make New Prayers ſo very Often} And 
therefore pray ſee into what ſtrange Difficulties you run 
your ſelf; For 1ſt. you require to a Good Prayer Two 
Qualities, which are mterly Inconſiſient the One with the 
Other, viz. To be Peculiar to One Preſent Occaſion, and yet 
to Reach All Occaſions. | 

2. You make the Addition of a Few New Occaſional 
Prayers twice or thrice in the whole year to be a token of 
Great Imperſection in Our Forms; and yet Cry up Newneſs 
of Prayer uſed every time you Meet as a token of the Greateſt 
Perfeftion in your Extempore Prayer. And now can Men be 


guilty 


you have met with no Conviction in my Papers, yet you are 
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gnilty of Greater Contradictiont than you and your Party are in 
this Caſe? Or can there be a clearer Evidence of you 
and your Party being quite Blinded with Prejudice and Par- 
ziality, than your not being Able to Diſcern your ſo Appa- 
rent Self- Cuntradiction) 3s 
And yer your Own Blindneſs in this Caſe will appear ſtill FF; 
more by what follows in your Letter. For tho' you ſay 7 
indeed, that Chriſt's uſing the ſame words the three ſeveral times 
&c. makes Nothing for Us, yet you are again unwittingly ſo 
very Complaiſant as to Prove the Contrary by adding, that 
this may be, and oft is uſed in Extempore Prayer, expreſiing the 
Deſire by the Same Words, when there is Occaſion to Pray oft for 
he ſame Mercy. For herein you imply as Good an Argu- 
ment as can be Deſired for Forms, which ſtands thus; 


Chen there is Occaſion to Pray for the ſame Mercies, then 


ce the Deſire may be expreſt by the ſame Words : But there is 
te Occalion to Pray Daily for the ſame (v1z. Common) Mer- 3 
ce cies ; Thetefore the Deſire may be expreſt Daily by the 
& [ame Words”. This, Sir, is no other in effect than your 
Own Argument, and tis indeed an Tnanſwerable One, 
namely Not Againſt, but For the Uſe of Form:; foraſmuch 
as to Expreſs the Deſire Daily by the ſame Words, is the ſame as 
fo Uſe Daily the ſame Form of Prayer. | 

- Nay, this your Argument will Prove not only the Law- 
fullneſs of Forms in general, but allo the Lawfullneſs of Re- 
peating ſome Parts of Them ſeveral Times, and fo aftords a very 
Good Anſwer to that Weak Objection made by ſome of your 
Writers Againſt the Repetition of the Lord's Prayer &c. in our 
Liturgy. | 
+ By this time you begin (I ſuppoſe ) to Perceive, whither 
yon are Got, and how the Stream of Truth has been ſo 
ſtrong as to have forced you without your own Wil 
On our Side, and to write For Stinted Forms, even when you 
deſigned to write Againſi them. It « cerns you to take 
care and clear your ſelf among your Brethren , leaſt they 
begin to ſuſpect that, tho' you pretend Outwardly that 


Inward'y Convinced ſo far, as to pretend to write in 
Defence of their Cauſe only, that you might the Beer Be- 
$675 | tray 
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ay it, and Expoſe or Lay Open the Weakneſs and Bau- 
ſs of It. | 


As to what follows in your Letter, concerning Aguing 


0 have Forms of Sermons from Chriſt's Repeating the ſame Ex- 
preſſions in his Doctrine c. it is ſo very Extravagant, as that 
it ſerves only to Argue that you are not very Good at Ar- 


gumentation; ſince there is by no means a juſt Parallel be- 


tween the Inſtance I make uſe of for Forms of Prayer, and 


the Inſtances mentioned by you for Forms of Sermons. Nay, 


JF 


ſo Averſe to Forms, that you take particular Care, that your 
2 Diſcourſes ſhould be Far enough from having Any thing of 


if your way of Arguing holds good, you may run your ſelf 
before you are aware into another Nooſe or Snare, and prove 
that you your ſelf Preach by Form, if ſo be you keep to the 
Method of Dofrine, Diviſion, 'Uſe &c. But perhaps you are 


3 Doctrine or Uſe, or Any Method at all. 


5) 
LE 


4 


Forms of Sermons; yet I aſſure you, I am by no means 
3 Againſt them; but on the contrary have a very great Opi- 


But tho' what you alledge, is no Good Argument for 


nion of them, as well as of Forms of Prayer. For I think 


it might be of Great Benefit, and Prevent a Great Deal of 
3 Miſchief, was there a Book of Sermons drawn up by Judicious 
2 Perſons on All Subjefts fit for Common Auditoriet, and All 
= Minifters or Teachers Obliged to Uſe them, unleſs on fome 
4 Special Occaſions. And to ſuch an Injunct on I ſhould wil- 
lingly ſubmit, and fo teſtify that 7 am not ſo Conceited of my 
Own Performances, as Another may be, who thinks me ſo, 
and would be apt zo refuſe ſuch 2 Submiſſion, whether out 


[ by of Flumility let others judge. 


Thus have I largely ſhewn the Great Mealineſi of your Ob- 


© jeftions againft my Arguments for Forms drawn from our Sa- 


| viour's Prayer in his Agony. You go on next to your Obje- 
tions againſt my Argument for Forms, drawn from the 


Tord Prayer; and I ſhall attend you, and give them their 


Due Conſideration. 


Mr. DowLEvy's Letter. 
You likewiſe infiſt much on the Lords prayer given to the 


I 4ſciptes, thinking you have thereby convincing proofe for forms, 
1 d 
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whereas for ought you have ſaid on that head, that may rathn 
be taken as a directory than a forme, the different relation of it by 4 
the 2. Evangeliſts may ſign ſie ſo much, and the Apoſtles pra. 
ice may conſim thoſe thoughts , of whom we never read un ,, 
ſcripture that they uſed it in the ſet words, but ſuited their c, h 
preſiions in prayer 10 their ſeverall occaſions as the ſpirit gave then 8 
utterance, as may be ſeen. Acts 1: 24: 25: Chapt 4: 24: to % 
30th, and more. over the ſubject matter of that prayer will back © 
this ſenſe, for if it be enjoind 80 all that profeſs the name » 

Chriſt io uſe in the ſet words, then multitudes are commanded t 

ſpeahe falſely, to call god in heaven their father, when the 

are of th:ir father the Druel in hell, as Chriſt told the Jewy 
notwithſtanding their profeſiion and claim of god as their fathn” 
Folm 8, and J wonder how men of violent ſpirits can ſay tha 
prayer, beging for forgiveneſs as they forgive others, when in- 
deed they are full of rage and fury, and far from any ju- © 
giving temper; 


Dr. WELLS's Anſwer. f 
Inſtead of barely affirming, that the Lord's Prayer may ra- 
ther be taken as a Directory than a Pattern, for ought I hatt: 
ſaid on that head; you [hould have ſome way or other Diſ. 
proved the Reaſons I have alledged to that purpoſe ; parti. 
cularly you ſhould have diſproved, that thoſe words of o 
Saviour, Ihen ye pray, Say, Our Father & do come up 
to the very Same as if he had faid, Ihen ye pray ſay thi” 
Form, Our Father exc. And if when our Saviour thus plain- * 
ly intimates, that it is a Form, you will nevertheleſs bold. 
ly gainſay it, I cannot expect that you ſhould have due 
Regard to Any thing I can offer, when you refuſe to hae 
due Regard to what our Saviour himſelf has ſaid. 5 
The Different relations given by the two Fuangeliſts are ſo fat 
from Diſproving the Lord's Prayer to be a Form, that they 
mightily Confirm it; foraſmuch as they prove, that thisÞ 
Prayer was preſcribed by our Saviour at two different places 
and ſo at two difſerent times. If by the different relation of l 
you refer to that Little Difference of Expreſdion which is to be 
found in the two Evangeliſts, you might hare perceived that 
this can be no material Objection, had you but _ k 
ered, 


4 
* 
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it vi dered, that our Saviour did not deliver his Prayer in the 
pra Greeh, tongue, and that the di erent Tranſlation of a Form out 
ad n One tongue into Another cannot poſſibly prove it to 
er be No Form. And as to the Omiſſion of the Doxology in 
' theulf St Luke, that can only Prove, that the ſaid Doxology ( as 
10 1% not being Properly a part of the Prayer) may be omitted ot 
bach added by our Saviour's own permiſſion; and agreeably here- 
me 0 unto you may ſee in our Litmrgy, that the Lord's Prayer 
ted» js there appointed to be repeated ſometimes with ſome» 
the times without the Doxology. In ſhort, if ſuch a Difference 
Jen ef Expreſtion, or ſuch an Omiſiion as is above ipecified , will 
an" $ make what was deſigned to be a Form to become No Form, 
i" then you muſt allow alſo Our Common Prayer to be No 
7 > Form, lince there are ſeveral Parts of It to be ſometimes 
„„ Omined, and at other times Inſeried, and ſince it is but 

+ faying Moſt Mighty inſt.ad of Almighty or the like, and 

it ceaſes to be a Form. And if fo, then you are to /mvent 

new pretended Reaſons to Excuſe your ſelf from Not Com- 
"2 plying with It; ſince your Objection againſt it as 4 Form 
will no longer hold, if this laſt Objection holds Good. 
And thus by the way you may further ſee the Badne(s of 
your Cauſe, when the Objections, which you are forced 
to take up with, Deſtroy One the Other. 

I could add a great deal more ſtill for the further confr- 
mation of this matter, which you might have found in 
Our IWriters upon this Subject, and fo ſeen your ſelf fully An- 
ſwered herein afore you wrote, Neither will J barely Say this, 
but refer you to ſome particular Treatiſes, viz. Certain Caſes 
of Conſcience reſolved concerning the Lawfullneſs of Jeyning with 

Forms of Prayer, Part. 2. Caf. 5. in Vol. 2d. of London-Di- 

vines Caſes: or elſe in the Abridgment of them Ch. 3. or in 

Dr Whitby's Annotations on Matth. 6. 9. &c. 

In the forecited Places of each of the ſaid Books you 
might lik-wiſe have ſeen your ſelf fully Anſwered afore you 
wrote, as to what comes next in your Letter, viz. that the 
Apoftles Practice may (you dare not ſpeak out fo great an 
Untruth, as to ſay, the Apoftles Practice deth ) confirm the 
Opinion of the Lord's Prayer being only a Directory, for- 
alinuch as we never read in Scripture that they wſed It in 12 

; words, 
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words, but ſuited their expreſiions in prayer to their ſeveral occa- 
fonts, as the ſpirit gave them uterance. For in the foremen- 


toned Books you would have been taught, that what St. 
John ſaith of Chriſt , viz. that there were many things which 
Jeſus did, which were not written, holds true allo of the 
Apoſtles : and that you may as well conclude from the Si- 
tence of the Scripture, that the Apoſtles did not Baptiʒe in the 


name of the Father c. that they never prayed before Chriſt's He- 
farrefion, that many of them never 2 the Goſpel &c. as 
that they never uſed the Lord's, Prayer. And as to the Gift 
of Utterance you might have learne from the Books above- 


mentioned, that “it was Miraculous and Particular to the 4 
« Primitive Age; that you may as well pretend to the Gift 
ce of Tonguer, as that of Utterance; and that if your Prayers 


* are thus Inſpired as thoſe of the Apoſtles were, they muſt 
© be of qual Authority with the Scripture; which even the 
« Sober Diſſenters themſelves will not maintain, but dilavow. 
I confeſs that I cannot refer you to the forementioned, 
or any other Books for an An{wer to your next Objection, 


( methinks you begin to Think highly of It hereupon, but $ 


there is no ſuch Occaſion, this happening) Not becauſe It is 


fo Good as to be Unanſwerable, but becauſe It is ſo very 


Bad and Extravagantly Abſurd, as that I know of No 


One of your own Party ſo very Weak as to Make Uſe of It, 
but your ſelf; and now you- have brought It forth, it is 
really no: Worth an Anſwer. However in Civility to you 
I will not paſs it by wholly Unregarded ; but ſhall put you in 
mind, that you would have done well to have Conftidered, 


that ſuppoſing the Lord's Prayer to have been enjoyned (not 
#0 All that profeſs the name of Chriſt, but) only to Tre 
Chriftians to uſe in the ſet Words, yet this had been abun- 
dantly enough to have proved the ſaid Prayer to have been 
deſigned for a Form; inaſmuch as a Form that is uſed but by 
Ten, is 4s much a Form as if it was uſed by Ten Thow- 
fand. Again you would have done well to have Con- 
ſidered, that this ſame Objection of yours, if it holds 
Cod, makes it Unwarrantable for Multitudes of Chriſtians 
to ſay not only the Lord's Prayer, but Any Other N har- 
ver. Once more you would have done well to have Con- 

| fidered, 
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ſidered, that this your Objection carries in it a moſt ſe- 


vere Reflexion on a Certain Diſſenting Teacher and his moſt 
Zealous Followers. For ſay you, No one is commanded to ſay 
the Lord's Prayer, that js a Child, not of Tod, but of the 
Devil: Now tis notoriouſly known, that a Certain Diſ- 
ſeming Teacher and his moft Zealous Followers never ſay the 
Lord's Prayer. Therefore 1s it not a Natural Conſequence, 
that the ſaid Certain Diſſenting Teacher and his Followers 
make themlielyes to be Children, not of God, but of the De- 

vil? In like manner ſay you, No One is Commanded 10 

ſay the Lord's Prayer, that is Full of Kage and Fury, and 
F from a Forgiving Temper. To which way be ſubjoyned, 
L 4 Certain Diſſenting Teacher &8c. never ſays the Lord's Prayer ; 
Therefore may it not be naturally inferred, that the ſaid 
Diſſenting Teacher Mc. is Full of Kage and Fury, and Far 
from a Forgiving Temper > Now if Any One will caſt ſuch 
* ſevere Reflexions on himſelf &c. who ſhall Help it, or 
with whom can he be Angry in juſtice , but only with 
j himſelf, for Not acting more Diſcreetly and Uprightly ? 
Well, but you have Still in reſerve Another Objection 
7 againſt Forms, ſuppoling thoſe already drawn from the 
Lord's Prayer will not Hold; which is as follows. 


Mr. DowLEY's Letter. 

But ſuppoſe it as you ſay that it was given by Chrift as 4 
= ſee form, what is that ts other deviſed ones, becauſe Chrift the 
head of the Church and lawgiver might give his diſciples a ſes 
bort form, it doth net therefore follow that the ſervants may dv 
ſe 100, if there were no further impoſition then what chriſt hath 
made you would have no quarrell with the diſſemers ; ſo that 
from all your arguing from ſcripture there doth not appear there 
2 warrant for formes, and therefore thoſe that ſay ſo are not 
& falſe teachers but minifters of trmh , and thoſe that ſay the con- 
trary may more eaſily be laid under that denomination, 


Dr. WELL $'s Anſwer. 

You needed not, Sir, to haye given your ſelf the 
trouble of making the Objection contained in this laſt pa- 
ragraph, nor me the trouble of Anſwering it, ſince * 

might 
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might alſo have ſeen this fully Anſwered afore you wrote, had 
you conſulted the forecited places of the two firſt Books 0 
above mentioned; or had you been but pleaſed to haye 040 
duely Conſidered the firſt head of my Firſt Letter. For you 
might thence have learnt, that what Chriſt thought good 
to preſcribe to his Church for its benefit, the Same or 
like without all doubt may be prefcribed by Such of h . 
Servants, as He has entruſted the Government of his Church drei 
with. And alſo you might have learnt, that Al Impo- 
fitions, which Such his Servants think fit to make in things Mon 
nor Forbid len, ate to be look'd upon and obeyed as Chriſt; 35 
own Impoſitions, and therefore that the Dzſſenters have no * 
Juſt reaſon to Ouarrel with us, . 
I cannot well conceive, why you ſhould give ſuch 2 
particular intimation of the Shortneſs of the Lord's Prayer, n 
unleſs you delign it by way of Fim, that our Set Form 80/"% 
1s % long. But then this Him will ſerve alſo for an Him of 
your Self-Contradifion , whillt you blame our Common Prayer 
on that very Same account, whereby you endeavour to 
Recommend, and for which your Party are wont to Cry} 
2%, your Extempore Prayers, namely for the Length of them. bay 
As for what follows in your laſt paragraph, it is an“ 
Hint, that you (as well as ſome of your Followers) are ) par 
Reſolved that, let me Write or Sh what T will, never ſo much 
er fo clear Truth, yet you will have no Kegard 10 It. 1 i'r, 
thall therefore only add, that if yon will but have 1 ©: 
Kegard (tho' not to Me, yet) to Some of the moſt Zmi-! to 
nent of your Own Writers, and to the Univerſal Judgment In 
of All the Reformed Chlches beyond the Seas, you muſt In 


acknowledge (as will appear in my next Treatiſe) that iO, 
e is in Scripture ſiuſſicient warrant for Forms, and there - Ur 
fore thoſe that fay there doth not appear ſuch warrant, are — 
5 # 


juſtly chargeable with being Falſe Teachers on that account. 
Thus much for what you fay by way of ObjefFion Again Ce 
my Arguments 10 juftify Forms of Prayer: you go on next to 


ſay Something in deſence of Extempore Prayer. - 
Mr. DowLey's Letter, * 
Before you declaime ſo londly againſt en tempore prayer wy} 11 


wo 
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oh would do well 10 clear your-ſelf of thoſe ſcriptures that plainly 
aye Mold it forth as Rom: 8: 26: 27: where the Apoſtle ſets jorth the 
„on M/pirit helping ur infirmitys in the matter as well as in the manner 
z0d ef tat duty, which would be altogether needleſs if we be tied to 
or a forme before our eyes, where the matter is limited & known be- 
bis ſorehand, & he alſo ſaith the ſpirit ſo works ſometimes in the chil- 
irch Jalren of god in that duty , as that it cannot be uttered, but its 
o- eaſie to utter a forme that is before us; & before you ſo wholly run 
ngs down this way of praying you would do well to anſwer biſhop 
lf; ihn, upon that ſubher, who p: 12: ſaith, that to deſpiſe it, 
no <> uſe reproachfull expreſſions about it, is jor the moſt part 4 

|; gne of a propane heart, & of perſons being ſtrangers to the 
a bener & comfort of the duty; And alſo you ſhould be agreed 
ver, among yourſelves of its ſinſullneſi, for many of your own com- 
„n munion prattiſe it, & your arguing will make them as muck. 
ole teachers as us. 


ye! 
on Dr. WELLS's Anſwer. 
+; Would you, Sir, but have given your felt leave duely to 
m. bare conlidered what I fay in my Letters concerning Ex- 
an pore Prayer, you would have perceived that All this Jaſt 
are paragraph of your Letter is Nothing at all to the purpoſe. 
ach For ſirſt, All that is ſaid in my Letter relates to Exrempore 
rer in Publick,: and I l-ave Any one of Common Capa- 
* 2 aty to judge, whether Kom. 8 26, 25. can poſſibly be under- 
1j. ſtodd of Publick Extempore Prayer For as the Apoſtle faith 
nt in the former part of the verſe, that the Spirit helpeth our 
1ſt Inſirmities, ſo in the latter part he tells us how it doth 
ar 10, viz. by intercading for Us with Groanings that Cannot be 
a, (3 Untered. But now can Such Groanings as Cannot be Uttered 
be applied to the Mater of Publick Extempore Prayers which 
is actually Unered, without the plaineſt Abſurdity and 
al Conitadictiou? 

And indeed you ate (aſter your wonted manner) ſo 
kind as in the next Sentence to Miſprove your ſelf by ſay- 
ing the very Same in effect as I have juſt now ſaid. For ſay 
you , the Spirit ſo works ſometimes in the Children of God in 
5% Duty ( viz. of Prayer) as ta it cannot be Unered: 
„v whence you uſer, that this cannot be underitood of Forms 


may know ( at All times ) wha: in General to Pray for 4 
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of Prayer, becauſe is is Eaſy to Unter a Form that is before Rel 
Us. In like manner I argue, that the Spirit's working in Prayer 
ſo as that it cannot be uttered, Cannot poſſibly be underſtood WM n 
of the Matter of your Extempore Prayers, foraſmuch as you do ] 
Actually Utter that in your Congregations. And thus you 0 
have your ſelf Diſproved the Texts alledged by you to jutify MM ma 
Extempore Prayer, and ſo have ſaved me the labour of Clear. Ml the 
ing my ſelf of them, and have brought on your ſelf the Trou- tht 
ble of Clearing your ſelf of a New Cyntradiction. bu 

Belides, had you not as Little Regard to Logick as to Me, 
you might know, that tho' in Some Particular Caſes (Such 
as the time of Diſtreſs or Sufferings, to which the Apoſtle] 
particularly refers) we may not know what Particularly to pray} 
for as we ought; yet it doth not thence follow, but that weg 


we ought, viz. All things that are requiſite for Our Souls br 
Bodies, ſo far forth as God ſhall ſee Expedient for Us. And 
that both the Matter and Manner of our Common Prayer ii 
thus truely Agreeable to the Will of God, you may learn 
from the Exhortation at the Beginning, and St Chryſoftom':'3 
Prayer at the End. And thus you may ſee, if you will, 
that neither Rom. 8. 26, 27. nor the other place of Scriptute 10 
you refer to, can make Any thing AgainFt our Forms, ot I 
For Extempore Prayer in Publick; and therefore there is no [t 
need I ſhould Clear my ſelf of them , or that you ſhould have 
mentioned them being nothing to the purpoſe. F 
2. I call upon you, Sir, to ſhew in what part of my Let- 
ters I have Dcclaimed ſo loudly againft Extempore prayer as f 
wholly to run it down, or to uſe Reproachfull Expreſiions about I 
or to fay that It is Sinfull in its ſelf. Till you do this (which 
Jam ſure you Cannot) there is no occalion for me to An- i 
fwer what Biſhop Wilkins faith on that ſubject, ſince he / 
faith Nothing again#t what I have ſaid ; nor need I reply an) 
thing to what you mention of Some of Our Own Communion if / 
| 
| 


practiſing Extempore Prayer ( for I ſuppoſe you mean) before 
their Sermons, becauſe Our Church gives them Liberty to Do 
lo, 11 they think fir, after they have read the Common Prayer; 
and therefore ſuch their Practice is Suitable to the Allowances 
made by Our Cheb, and not Contrary, or in Oppoſition to het 


Rytes, 
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Rules, as your Practice is, Whence it clearly follows, that 
my Arguing will by no means make them Falſe Teachers as 
much as you and other Diſſenting Teachers. | 

I have now largely conſider'd All you have faid in 
your Letter by way of Obje#ion Againſt the Arguments 
made uſe of by me For Forms of Prayer; and (hall leave 
the Impartial Reader to judge, whether I have not proved 
the ſeveral Particulars urged by you to be Fines (not of Mine, 
but) of your own Nakedneſs. And ſhall only obſerve here 


further on this Head, that notwithſtanding the Diſlike 
vou pretend : Forms, yet IJ am apt to belieye, that were 
your Prayers and Sermons carefully taken in writing for one 


Twelve · month, or but for Six months 3 it might appear, that 


both your Prayers and Sermons are at the bottom no other 


than Forms, ſomewhat chopt and changed ſeveral ways, ( juſt 
as if One ſhould begin ſometime with one part, anothet 
time with another part &c. of the Common Prayer) and 
that you only Delude and Put upon Weak and Unthink- 
ing People by giving out, that you Pray Extempore. But 


whether you pray * or Not, is no ways material, 
I ſince tis evident, that if your Praying and Preaching be like 
to your Writing, it is Far from being By the Spirit; and yet 
I leave you to find out a Reaſon, (if you can) why you 


ſhould not pretend to Jrite by the Spirit as well as to Pray 
or Preach by the Spirit, ſince the Apoſtles, who Prayed and 
Preached by the Spirit, did alſo Write by the ſame Spirit. 

The next Head you think fit to take notice of, is that 
of Ordination, of which you ſpeak thus: 


| Mr. Dow EHV Letter. 
I cannot forbear further obſerving, how the power of Truth cen- 


ſtrains you to yeild the power of ordination to presbiters in Scripture 


times, and whatever other order under that name hath been ſet up 
ſince divefled of that power, we have no concern with it, | 
feſting ourſefyes to be of ſcripture inttiiution & no cher; though 
all along the papal uſurpation ordination as well as other things 
were diſordered, yet in the times of reſormatien things ſhould 1. 
2 to their primitive pattern, as well as other matters were in 
il other reformed Churches, and ever in yours the ſuperiority of 

| bijhws 
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biſhops above presbiters was long after the reformation looked 

but 4 a humane conſtitution, as many.biſhops themſelves Dy 
tom ledged, and the crying it up as jure divino is but of lat 
ſtanding. | 


Dr. WELL S's Anſwer. 
Before I enter upon the Arguing part of your foregoing ip. 
paragraph, I deſire to know wor you mean by the ſtrange} 
Word | Presbizers.] For I am not aſhamed to own, that} 
I do not remember that in my Reading I ever met with I 
afore. I know indeed that ſome of the Clergy are called? 
Presbyters, and that ſuch is the True way of Writing the} Ye 
Engli/h Name, you might have learnt from my Letters, had that 
you either ſo much as Read them, or had you not been R. Peri 
ſolved rather to Spell Falſely, than to Agree with Me in the 
manner of Spelling the ſaid Word. I believe, that even 
your nughty Greek Hero or Champion Achilles will not 
be able to juſtify your skjll in the Greek Language lo far, a; 
to Free it from being much called in queftion on this account 
of your Spelling the aforeſaid word, not with due Analogy | 
to the Original Greek Word. Had the word occurred Hut 
in your Letter but once ſo writ, I had took no notice of ii 
bat had aſcribed it to mere Inadvertency; but when it ſtand ri 
there ſo writ no leſs than three or four times, tis evident jo? 
that it muſt proceed from Another Cauſe. But after all Ta. 
I will do you this piece of Juſtice to Acquaint the World, er 
that (ſince I received your Letter) I have been informed? 
by an Honeſt Zay-man, (which I particularly mention, to . 
prevent your having Hard Thoughts of Any Clergy-man ) N 
that it appears from your Letter to Me, that you are within R#* 
ſome. late years very much Come off from that Rigid Non- ha 
Conformity you formerly ſhewed to the Received May ef Spell- Not 
ing. And therefore ſince you have been thus Browght over WA 
in Some Tolerable meaſure to Orthegraphy, I wall not | a] 
juite Deſpair, but that you may in time be Brewght over - 
tkewile to Orthodoxy. Thus much then for the Falſeneſs of W/? 
your Spelling, next for the Falſeneſs (not of your Arguing, | : 
u 


for you have I acknowledge avoided that, by contenting | 
your ſelf only with Bare .Aſieriions;, and therefore I can 
A 1 ; proceed xr 
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proceed to ſhew the Falſeneſs but) of What you Aſtert or Say, 
n that part of your Letter we are now upon. 
You'fay then that I yield the Pawer of Ordination to Preiby- 
ers in Sctipture times; which (in the Senie you underſtand the 
yords ia 3s pparendy Fulſe, as may be ſeen more eipecially 
ing p. 32. of My Letter to you, where I prove that the Vower of 
nge rdinatiqn did not belong to Presbyters properly ſo called in the 
that Nen Teſtament, and therefore did not belong to ſuch Presby- 
h I Pers as your Ordination was Derived from; and with whom there- 
led Wore you are altogether Concerned, how vainly ſocver you' pro- 
the 1 Jour ſelf to be of Scripture-Inſtitution. Tis trus indeed, 
had that you have no Concern with any other Order ſet up ſince the 
Re- cripture-times under the Name of Preibyters, and Divefted o 
the he Power of Ordination, becauſe there never was Any 
ven order, no hot ſo much as mentioned (as I know of ) by 
not Wny One but your ſelf: and your Mention of It plainly 
, a; MWhews that you are to Learn the great Difference between 
unt being Divefied and Not Tnueftd. | 
ogy As to the Priegwlarities which had crept into Ordination 
red Hluring the Papa! Uſurpation, they were removed at the Re- 
F it, Formation in our (urch; and All thing, were Re Hored to their 
nd Primitive pattern more exactly in cur 2 than in Other Re- 
ent ermed Churches, as in other Inſtances, ſo particularly be- 
all Fuſe We retained the Diftinfion of the Three MiniFerial Or- 
1d, fers in agreement to the Primmivoe Pattern. 
ied FF Whereas you ſay that the Crying up of the Superiority of 
to WBi/hops to Preibyters as jure Divino is but of Late Sanding, 


100 
e ac. 
late 


m) you do only betray thereby your Want of Knowledge in 
un {Eccleſiaſtical Aflaits. For a Right Knowledge in theſe would 


on- have convinced you, that the afo:efaid Doctrine is no 
el. other than the Received Doctrine of the Primiuve Church, 
and that ſuch as did Oppoſe it in the more Farly times were 
always Cenſured and Condemned by the General Conſent of the 
Antient Councils, And in like manner ever ſince the Ke- 
ormation ſuch as have gone about to Call the ſaid Do- 
ctrine in Queſtion, or Pretend the aforeſaid Superiority to 
be only of Humane Inflitution, hive always been looked 
upon in our Chinch as Feterodox and Unſound, And if you 
really know of Many Biſhops that have acknowledged the E- 
C2 fiſcopal 
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piſcopal Superiority to Presbyters to be of no other than F. 


mane Inftition, you would have done ſome Kindneſs inf 


giving their Particular Names, that Others may know them 
too; if you do not truely know Many, you ought not to 
have made fo very Free with that High Sacred Order, as to 


Caſt ſuch a Slur upon It. But be what you ſay as it will, 
out of my Profound and Bounden Reverence to that Apoſtoli. 
cal Order T ſhall only Add, that I leave you or Ay Other 
(whoſoever) to Diſprove what I have ſaid concerning the 
Apoſiolical Conſtitution of Epiſcopacy as received in the Church} 


of England, in p. 33 &c. of my Letter to your ſelf: and alſo 
that ſuppoſing ( after all) Our Epiſcopacy to be only of 


F#iumane Conſtitution, yet you are bound in Conſcience to Com-. 
ph with It and Obey your Biſhop, as may be gathered from} 


what I haye proved in my Firſt F/ead of my Firſt Letter, 


and may be ſeen more particularly and largely proved by 
q laſtly 3 
may be plainly and fairly inferred from the Practice even 
of ſuch Biſhops as you mention. For though Theſe Biſhops may 
or might think their Superiority over Presbyters to be of Fu. 
mane Cbnſtitution, yet they muſt in Charity be ſuppoſed to think 
It notwithſtanding to be a Lawfull Conſtitution and Not Di/- 
agreeable to the Rule of Scripture,or elſe they would ( Agree with © 


Mr. Bennet in his Diſcourſe of Schiſm ch. 9. an 


you in other reſpects as well as this, and) ſtand Self-Cor- 


demred, namely by exerciſing a Power which they judged Un. 
lawful 


1%. 
Well, but if All yon have hitherto Alledged, be thu | 
proved to make nothing Againſt what I have ſaid Concern | 


ing the invalidity of your Preibyterian Ordination; yet you 
think there remains ſtill Three Rocks in my way, and [ 
muſt unavoidably um upon All Three. But I doubt not 
but I ſhall meet with Better Succeſs, and ſo ſhall venture 
on with good Heart and Courage. 


Mr. DowLEy's Letter. 


Tour arguing to overthrow our ordination runs you upon 3 rocky. 
1: to advance an uni d ſucceſiion of ordination from the 
Atoſiles ro theſe times, which can never be made out, and all 
| proxeſiant! 
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ave many inſuperable difſiculyys, you will find ſ[chiſmes, 
many popes at a time ſeverally ordaining biſhops, pre of 


very hard 
v know which was the true, and whether your ſucceſsion be from 
he true & not the ſchiſmaticall, Cx bow you will clear it from not 
proceeding from pope Fone I leave to you to determine, 22 argu- 
Wnent ſeems to inferre a certain vertue droping from the fingers of 


he ordainer on the ordained, which ſavours ranke of popery, ten- 
ling to make orders a ſacrament, which all proteſtants deny. 


Dr. WELL $'s Anſwer. 

It is what the Church of England juſtly Glories in, that 
he is Able to Make out her Claim to an Uninterru 
ucceſlion of Ordination from the Apoſiles to theſe times; and 
xhoſoever aſſerts the Contrary, only betrays his own Igno- 
ance in (Church hiſtury. Though your Followers are ſo 
Veak in themſelves, and ſo unreaſonably Civil to you, 


io Believe whatever you ſay , only becauſe 8 ſay It; 
Pet you muſt not expect that Others will be fo 


Put upon, 
at that they will look for Good Proof of what you ſay, be- 
Jore they believe It. Whereas on the contrary you are not 


Pleaſed to give One Single Politive Proof that the afore- 
aid Succeſſion hath been ever Interrupted , but content 
Pour ſelf Barely to Aſſert with Great Confidence and as 


reat Untruth, that Such a Succeſſion can never be made 


| we, and that All the Proteſtants writing againſt the Papiſts 
42h ar it. Pray conſider whether you do not deſerve to 


be lawught at your ſelf for an Aſſertion ſo Groundleſs and 
apparently Falſe. Surely the Epiſcopa! Proteſtants make up 

very Conſiderable Part of the Proteſtanzs, and Any one 
dut your ſelf would think in reaſon, that Theſe do not 
laugh at the Papiſis for what they themſelves maintain and 
know to be True. 

As for what you Hint concerning the Darkneſs of Popery, 
the Plurality of Popes at the ſame time, and a Pope Jone, they 
are All of them 1 many more Him of your Want of 
Knowledge in Church- Affairs, For in the Darkeſt time of 
Popery there is Great Light as * the Point of a" 

3 and 
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and your Thinking Otherwiſe is only an Evidence of von 
being Extremely in the Dark, as to the true State of tha Vr 
Ap, which i commonly called the Dark Age, and asto} of 
the true Reaton of It's being ſo Called. | 

And the Plurality of Popes at the ſame time doth not in th 3 
J-aſt Prejudice the Succeſſion of Ordination ; and your think 
ing Otherwiſe is only a Proof of your not Knowing, that 1d 
the ſame Perlon, which is not a Rightfull Pope, yet mai ou 
be a- Kightfull By% 3 and confequently may have à juan 
Right to exercite the Paryer of Ordination, though Ha? 
may not have a juſt Right to exerciſe the Papal Authority, af if 
received in the Church of Keme. And this Conhiderationf H. 
being of Cnverſal Extent, I parpoſely paſs by Others WY? 
which might be urged in reference to out Chuich in park Hl 
ticular. | 

However, I cannot but obferve from hence, that you 
have unawares let drop from yoar Pen what is ſufficien 
to prove your ſelf to be a" Schiſmatical Teacher. Fo 
whereas you ſay, that in the Darkneſs of Pot ery we ſhall ſin 
Many Schiſms, many Popes at the ſame time, and that ig hat 
10 Know, which was the True, and mhich the Schiſmatical ; you! 

lainly acknowledge, that there may be a Schiſm, where ther 
is a perſeet Agreement not only in Fundamentals, but alſo it 
Rites and Ceremonie i, it ſo he there is notwithſtanding an Opal 
Oppoſition between the Members of the ſaid Church; and agreeabſ 
that whenever there were many Paper at à time, there could ill 
but Obe true or Righefull Pope, and the Other were to by 
eltecm'd Schiſmazical. Whence it will follow much more 
that the Diſſenters are guilty of Schiſm, becauſe though the 
May Agree with us in Fundamentals, yet they openly Oppu 
the Church of England in other reſpects: and it will all 
follow that Any one that fets himſelf up to be à Teac 
in oppoſition to the Tu and Rightfull Miniſter of any Pariſh 
he thereby becomes a Schitmazical Teacher, namely (if fo 
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no other reaſon, yet for this alone, viz.) becauſe He Oppoſe 4 
openly the True and &ghtfull Miniſter. 4 

1 Let the Reader now judge; whether you are not Ram up 
| Rec ſo far, as miſerably to Shatter and Split the Canſt youll ;- 
U are imbarked in: and yet it will preſently appear that 1 


you 
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yon have received ſtill more Damage as to the Reputation 
$f of your own Scholarſhip. For whereas you leave me to clear 
the Succeſſion of our Ordination from proceeding from Pope Jone, 
th am fore this is as far as any thing Can be, from Car- 
nk&Arying along with it an Inſuperable Difficulty. For though 
I do by no means love to be Foolilkly Confident with- 
Y out grounds, yet I may venture to ſay, that twill prove 
Jan Inſuperable Difficu/ty for you to make out, that there ever 
H. was a Pope Jone. Indeed J have read of a Pope Joan, and 
if this be the ſame you mean, you have given a new 
Aim, that you cannot yet quite ſhake off your Old Non- 
conformity to true Spelling. Had One of your poor Ignorant 
Heer thus ſpelt his wife's name, it had been caſily Ex- 
cuſeable; but for Mr. Dowley, that Great Scholar, that is 
ooo much read in the Greek, (or ſuppole only in the EN 
jenem Teſtament, Not to Know how to Write the ſaid Name 
more Conformably to the Word it is derived from, viz. 
n Joanna, or at leaſt to the Received Way of Spelling It 
„among the Learned, is not fo calily to be Exculed. 
F Hitherto you haye given (in this paragraph of your 
Meter) Fins of your Unacquaintedneſs with Church- Fiſtory 
n and True Spelling; but you give in the laſt place an Hint 


Opn, of what is much worſe, and more Diſcommendable , viz. ) 
ab P Diſengenuity. For I appeal to you your ſelf, whe- 
Id b cher you do not well know, that We of the Church of Eng- 


land as well as Other Proteſtants Deny Orders to be a Sacra- 
nen, and Condemm the contrary Opinion as a vain piece 
Jof Popery. And therefore Could you but have prevailed 
Jon your ſelf to Deal for once Ingenuouſly, you could not 

have ſuſpected Any thing that I have ſaid of the Virtus 
of Ordination to tend in the leaſt toward the Popiſh Opinion; 
but would have underſtood It to import no more than 
what is Allowed by All that Allow Ordination, viz. that 
the Impoſition of Handi is the Scriptural way of Setting men apart 
to the Miniftry ; and that No Perſons can Duely take upon 
upon them to exerciſe ſuch Impoſition of Handi, but Theſe that have 
vou 44 the ſaid Power or Authority Duely tranſmitzed dawn 10 them 
tha Vom the Apoflles, as have the Biſhops of Our Church. But 
you the foregoing Inſtance is not the only Inſtance of your 
Diſingenuity, 


40 Mr. Dowley's Letter, 


Diſingenuity, as will appear from what comes next in you: 


Letter. 
Mr. Dow EVS Letter. 
2: your diſcourſe drives you. to ſet up an order of preibiters that i 


ſcripture is unacquaimed with, ig, not having power of ordina-| 
tion, which you own ſcripture presbiters might have, and in ſi} 
doing 7 ſhall leade it to you to conſider, how you can clear you! 
ſelſe of that charge you lay againſt us; and how you can male 


Fourſelf an officer of ſer:prure appointment. 


Dr. WELLS's Anſwer. 


Sir, either you muſt own that you did not carefully rea 
over my Lettermto you, or elle you muſt be guilty of notoriou 
Diſmgernity, in miſrepreſenting what I tay, ſo as you do inf 


in the foregoing paragraph. Have I nct there expreſsy 
proY'd (p. 31,32) that it is evident from 1 Tim. 4. 14. cam: 
wala with 2 Tim 1.6. as alſo from Titus 1 5. that the Preſ- 
ter) or Freabytert there mentioned had not the Pomer of Ord- 
natiun? and therefore is it any other than a downright Uniruti 
for you to ſay, that 7 ſet up an Crder of Presbyters that the Seri 
fume is unacquairacd wich? Wherefore this ſame Aſcertion of 


yours being thus plainly Falſe, All that you infer from Ii fall 
to the ground of it felt ; and my Charge again#t the Validity i 
voter Orders Fill holds Good, and 7 my ſelf appear from the 
Texts laſt cited to be an Officer of Scripture-appaintment, tho 


not inveſted with the Power of Ordination. 


As to what you mention concerning my Orning tha 
Srriptcre- Preibyters might have the Power of Ordination, would 
you have been fo Ingenusus as to have Carefully Read ant 


Conſidered, what I have ſaid concerning the Promiſcuour Uſe 
of the Nord T Presbyter ] in the Seripture-times, you could 
not' but have perceived that What I fay upon the foremen- 
toned Point, Carnot poſdibly make Au thing for you. And 
whenever you ſhall think fit to Undertake to Diſprove mhat 1 
have ſaid on this head, paragraph by paragraph, as J have done 
here in reference io your Letter; then I perſwade my ſelf tha 


you will find that what I have Allowed, makes Nothing For, 
but Much Againft you, and that you will meet with ſame 


Conviction inwardly, tho' you may think is proper zo Hiſte It 


T have | 
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I have I think clearly eſcaped Running upon any Roc 
bitherto ; and of the Three Rocks you cad there at 
mains now but One more to be eſcaped; and I aſſure wy 
{elf of the like Good ſucceſs, and ſo proceed on. 
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3: you unchurch moſt if not all the reformed churches beyond ſea, 


4 for they have no other ordination then what is among the diſ- 
"2 ſenters, and ſo we may ſee your charity to the 'protettant reli- 
gion, that while you acknowledge the papal miniſtry, you diſown 


that in the proteſtant churches abroad; 7 wiſh by the advancing 
darn opinion you be not pulling down yourſelves with your own 
uands, for nothi g renders any party more hatefull to god & 
man, than ſuch monopoliſing true miniftry and ſalvation among 
themſelves, this gave a good ſtep towards the wverthrow of Rome, 
She would be the only church though wretchedly degenerate & 
the mother of harlots, no ſalvation without conformity t0 her, no 
ue worſhip miniftry nor ordinances but in her way, & this gave 
occaſion to thoſe that loathed her abominations to depart out of 
her, & it may be admonition to gthers leaft they Humble at that 
ſtumbling ſtone, 1 
Dr. WEI LSV Anſwer. 


I can eaſily gueſs at your policy in placing this Rock 
Jaſt, as being in your opinion the Greateſt of the Three, 
and ſo Great, that tho' I might poſſibly Keep off from 


receiving any prejudice by the 7wo former, yet I could not 
but Run foul wpon This, and Ruine my Cauſe. But ala(s! poor 
man, you might have known (had you been plecay'd ever 
to Conſult our J//ricers ) that this ſame Rock has been long 


ſince quite Blown up, and ſo Levell'd as to be put out of any 
Capacity of Furting the Cauſe I am imbarked in. 

I very well know, that yow and your Brethren do not 
ſcruple Baſely to Delude and Deceive poor Ignorant people 
in this matter, by telling them that the Proteſtants beyond 
Sea are moſt (if not all) in an exact Agreement with your 
ſerves as ro manner of Ordination, Worſhip, &c, But tho x 
make 
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make no Conſcience thus to Beguile and Miſlead Ignorant 
People, who know little (if any thing) more of the MW V 
Tranſactions of the World than what lies within the nar- ye 
row Compals of Eight or Ten miles round them; yet you Ml © 
ſhould have been more Prudent than to think to Pur upon MI tk 
Others after ſuch a manner, Who are much Better Acquaint- f tl 
ed with.the State of the Proteſtants beyond Sea than you ſeem | d 
to be by your Letter, N 
"Twill I ſuppoſe be a great Surprize to your Followers to 
hear and have plainly proved and made out, (What is ſo © 
directly Contrary to the Wrong Notions you have inſtilled 
into them, viz. ) that All the Proteflams beyond Sea do Ap- 
prove of Our Rites and Ceremonies, and Epiſcopal Ordination, 
&c. as Very Lamfull, and do Condemn your Separation from 
our Church as Unwarrantable; and yet this is no Other 
than what ſhall be made Good in my intended Treatiſe 
above mentioned. | 
In the mean while 'twill be abundantly ſufficient to ob- 
ſerve in general, that your Caſe is very far different from the 
Caſe of the Proteſtant Churches beyond Sea as to the matter of | 
Grdination ; and therefore the Denying the Validity of your 
Ordination will not preſently amount vo a like Flat Denial | 
of the Validity of their Ordination ; neither do I go about pre- 
ſently to Un-Church them, tho' what J have ſaid concerning 
the Invalidity of your Ordination is Enough to Un-Churs, 6 
All the Diſſenters in England. | 
And hence you may learn, that the Church of England 1s 
far from Monopolizing True Miniftry and Salvation to Her | 
felf, or from ſay ing That there is no True Worſhip but in ber 
Way, &c. tho'She doth maintain that Sdy/mr'or an Unneceſſary 
Separation from her Communion by ſuch as onght to Submit to Fler 
Lawfull Injunctions, is a Damnable Sin; and Conlequently 
that All the Diſſemers in England that are Guilty of ſuch 4 
Separation, are Guilty of a Damnable Sin; and as long as they 
Centinue ſo, are Out of a State of Salvation, And this is ſuch 
a Monopolizing of Salvation as the Scripture plainly warrants 
again and again; and therefore to Blame it, is to Blame the 
Scripture it ſelf. 
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I ſhall only obſerve further, that had you conſulted 
Mr. Bennet's Book, of Schiſm from ch. 6. to ch. 11. incluſively, 
you might have ſeen what you ſay in this laſt paragraph, 
anſwered you wrote; and that what you lay concertiin 
the Church of Rome, bath no Relation 0 our Church, an 
therefore is altogether Impertinent : and laſtly , that T am un- 
der no Apprehenſion of Our Church being Pulled down, 80 
long as Authority 15 Able 'to Keep your Party from 
Laying Violent Hand upon Her. Let us then Procced. 


Mr. DowLEY's Letter. 


Tour paraleling the diſienters with the papiſts is moſt trifling, e 
lays you exeeding open, it: very well known the diſſenters are at 
the remoteſt diftance from them, & they themſelves ſay that a re- 
conciliation with ſome might be, but with us impoſiible, this turne of 
yours brings to my mind what is reported of Billingsgate, where 
the greateſt w-re ſhall be ſure to cry w--re firſt; between Rome 
& ſame others it is evident many real & deſign d paralels may 
be made in dottrine conftitution diſcipline c worſhip , but all thas 
you have raked up concerning the diſſenters is only nominal c acti= 
dentall ; good is no leſs good though evil ones have counterfeited it 
to cover baſe deſigns, the phariſees madg prayer a pretence to de- 
wvour widows houſes , yet is not f ray _—_ a dmty, & to be 
weglefted & exploded thereupon , & ſo though Romane miſdio- 
narys ( ſuppoſing your relations to be ine) have pretended to 
the ſpirit in prayer while they were deſtitute of the ſpirit, & 
had wicked purpoſes in hand, yet is not praying in the Hoty 
Ghoft 10 be caſt away, & all turned into forme, praying ex- 
2 tooke not its riſe from them, bus is as old as the bible, 

the learned Mr Clarkſon hath ſufficiently made out from 


Antiquity, thas there were no ſuch thing as formes made uſe 
fa the church for ſome centnrys after Chriſt ; its very certain 
that the papiſts have turned themſelves into all ſhapes to divide 
proteffants, g to blaſt e blemiſh the reformation, & many 
more inſlances might be given of their intreagues among you than 
us, but we object not ro you ſich trifles, but things more weigh- 
ty & real, 8 


It 
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Dr. WZ IIS, Anſwer. wy 
It had been much Better for you, Sir, had yon con- vi 
tented your ſelf to make uſe of the plain common word ¶ Com- a1 


aring ] inſtead of that Jord of Art, which you Falſely write re 
Fading.) For your Not Knowing how to write the — 
Word more Agreeable to its Derivation (as appears from of 
more than One Inſtance in the foregoing paragraph of th 
your Letter) is another Shrewd Hin, that wy pm truely be 
Greek to you, and that you are not endued with the Gif: of u 
Tongues, tho" you vainly pretend to that of Uterance, where- 
as they are Both joyned together in the very Text, where the 
Apoſtles are ſaid to ſpeak (namely, with other Tongnes ) as 
the Spirit gave them Utterance, And therefore your wen- 
tioning above that the Apoſtles prayed as the Spirit gave 
them Utterance AF. 1.24, 25. and Act. 4. 24 to 30. is no 
other in effect than Two Falſe Citations; inaſmuch as there 
is no mention made in either of the forecited places of 
their Praying then, as the Spirit gave them Unerance ; but 
you Boldly and Unwarrantably take part of a verſe out 
of one Chapter, and heedleſsly apply it to parts of :wo | 
ether Chapters, | 
Moreover you your ſelf, Sir, do not Deny, but that 
the Parallel I have drawn (by way of Specimen of what 
might be more Largely done that way) between the Dif- 
ſenters and Papiſts holds True, and therefore if it be moſt | 
Trifling, it can become fo only on account of the Triflingneſi 
of the Inſtances wherein the {aid Parallel is drawn. And if 
you think fit thus to Intimate, that Praying and preach- 
ing Without Book Mc. as Oppoſed to Praying and Preach- 
ing Within Book, are Matters Moſt Trifling to be inliſted 
upon, I think you are much in the Right; and ſhall on- 
Iy add, that you would do well to Act accordingly, and 
Not to keep up a Separation on account of Such Matters 
as are by your own Confeſſion Mof# Trifling. 
Well, but it ſeems the aforeſaid Parallel brings to your 
mind (What? Why, it might have been reaſonably ex- 
pected in conſideration of Mr. Dowley's Great Gravity 


and 
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and Pury, a Text of Scrigture ; or at leaſt in conſidera- 
tion of Mr. Dowley's Great Zearning, a Saying out of ſame 
Learned Ambor : but no. fach matter, Mr. Dowley's Gra- 
vity, Purity, and Learning is not ſo Great, but that He 
can upon Occaſion Condeſcend to take up with) bat ts 


| —_—_ Billing ſgate. To have thus recourſe to Such a 


place as Billing gate, is What one would not think ſtrange 
of among a Company of Porters, or a Crew of Fellows 
that have been Bred up at Horſes heels; but it ſeems very Un- 
becoming Mr. Dowley, who pretends to have been Bred 
up at leaſt at the feet of ſome ( Puritan ) Gamaliel. 

But what is it that is reported of Billing ſgate> Why, that 
there the Greaeft Mere ſhall be Sure to cry Were firſt. Hah! 
what is the matter now? What, have We got in this Fine 
Saying a Paw Word, which is not fit to be written? Why 
then did not Mr. Dowley's Gravity and Purity prevail upon 
him to let quite alone the mentioning of the ſaid Ex- 

reſſion, if it could not be mentioned without ſome of- 
— to Modeſty? But Sir, one ſo Converſant in Kri- 
pure as you are, Surely cannot be Ignorant, that the 
Word [ Whore} frequently occurs in the Holy Wings ; 
and therefore for you to be afraid, that the Writing of 
the aforeſaid Word in full ſhould defile your Pen and Paper, 
can be look'd upon as no other than the very Height of 
Puritanical Squeamiſimeſs, and a Scruple ( juſt like the Ref 
of your Scruples , namely) altogether or downright Amiſcri- 


prural, So much for the Original or Riſe of your fine ſaying, 
and your manner of writing ii: next tor the Deſign and 


= Meaning of It. 


It then you dare but ſtand to the Determination of 


* your Bilingſyere Proverb, T doubt not but to make it quick- 


I appear, that your Party is the mo} Blameable. For tis 
notoriouſly known to All that have any tolerable inſight 
into the Hiſtory of Our Church Tranſactions ſmce the Refor- 
mation, t hat your Party at their Firſt Scparating from our Commu- 
nion began to juſtify ſuch their Practice by Crying ous againſt 
our Church as the Whore of Bebylon; and you haye ever ſince 
maintained and kept up your Separation by no 1 
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Cheat more than by Continuing to Cry ot Againft Us at 
Papiſts. And this is 222 De Laue s Book you 
ſent me, where are ſeveral Pages to this purpoſe. And 
therefore with what Truth can you fay, that my Paralleling 
the Diſjenters to the Rapifts is as it were * whore friſt, 
when it appears from De Lanne's Book, that He had para!- | 
lel'd the Church of England to the Church 4 Rome mahove twemy 
years agoe, and conſequently Cryed (in the language of your | 
Fine Proverb) Whore Firft 2 and therefore according to the 
inference you make from the ſaid Proverb, you have fairly 
proved your Own Party to be (in the language of your 7: 
Billing gate - Proverb ) the GreateFt Nhore. a 
I aflure you, Sir, that Mr. De- Laune s Book was the 
Occaſion of my Drawing up that ſhort Parallel (at the ;. 
end of my firſt Letter) between you and the PapifFs. For 
hearing a little after I was ſetled here, that the ſaid Book 
was mightily eſteemed by your Party, I procured It long 
afore I had drawn up Either of my Letters, and finding that 
the Author ſpent a very conſiderable part of his Book in 
drawing æ Parallel between Us and the Papiſts : heteupon I 
thought with my ſelf, that a mote likely Methed to |, 
make your Party ſenſible of the Veabneſi EP Objection Nh. 
(ſo much inſiſted on by you) could not be taken, than %.; 
by Turning It upon your ſelves, and by ſhewing that in 
thoſe. very Things, wherein you differ from Us, and which 
you Extol! as peculiar Excellencies in your way of Worſhip, 
you do after all _4gree with the Papiſtt. And I have not MY; 
miged of my Aim herein, but have Got as much as I De. 
fired from you in the matter. For it ſeems obvious and 
evident enough to a Common Capacity, that J have hereby | ? 
Forced you to Allow What will Anſwer and Confute All the 
Objefions made by your Party on this head. For fay you, 
© Good is no leſs Good tho Evil ones have counterfeited it to 
* cover, baſe deſigns. The Phariſees made Prayer a Pre- 
te tence to Devour Widows Houſes ; yet is not Prayer leſs 4 
Duty, and to be Neglected and Exploded thereupon &c. 
In like manner ſay I according to your own way of Ar- 
guing; “ Cood is no leſs Good tho' the Papiſts may make 
l uſe oſ it: and therefore tho' the Papiſts pray by Form, 75 
1; 
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« is not Praying by Form leſs a Diay, or to be Neglected and 


„ Exploded thereupon, and Ali tutned into Extempore 
prayer: tho the Papifts kneel at prayers, particularly 4 
the Sacrament, uſe the Cyaſi in Batiiſin & c. yet theſe Decent 
3 «Rites are not therefore to be preſently Caſt away. And 
„after the like manner may the far Greateſt part of De 
„Lame Book be Confured by what you your jelf are 
Forced to Acknowledge in this your Letter to be no other 
chan Truth. And ſo you have pretty well quit ſcores with 
» the faid Book. For whereas the ſaid Book (tho' ſent by 


you to Me to be your Voucher) had the Ill manners to 
ur give the Flat Ly to what you were pleaſed to ſay at the 
Beginning of your Letter, you at the end of your Letter have 


1 yielded a Truth, which will 4n/iver ft ( or moſt part) 
ne Wrhat follows in the ſaid Book from p. 17 to the end; and 
ri Wikewiſe the other adjoyning Treatiſe ſtiled, the Image 


the Beaſt : and ſo you have took here full Revenge far the 
rom you met with at the Beginning from your Voucher 
I s ſhould have been. | 
Your mentioning what is ſaid of the Phariſees by our 
Saviour, viz. that they made Prayer a Pretence to Devour 
$/ idows houſes , gives me juſt occahon to pray to God, 
What He would be pleaſed to give you fuch a meaſure of 
is Grace as to enable yon Impartially ty Examine your 
un Conſcience as to this Phariſaical Practice, and whe- 
her you are not Faulty in the ſame reſpett. To which end 


jon 


up, E onlider, that 'twas not Barely by F raying, but (as our Sa- 
not WFiour aſſures us) by making Long Prayers, and ſo pretending 
= b. hat they were more Gifted than others by reafon of ſuch 


Long Extempore Prayer (for I ſuppoſe you will not Allow 
they made uſe of Forms in thoſe Early times,) that the 

Phariſees were wont to Devour Widows Hoſes, that is, fo 
o Mar to Inſimiate themſelves into the Good Opinion of filly Po- 


t o n as to Get away All they had in Gifts and Preſents. And 
Pre- ow near this Caſe comes to that of you and your Followers, 
eſs 4 BS: too well known to need further Explanation. 

& Had your ill in matters relating to the Papiſts been as Great 
- s out Zeal againſs them, you would have known, that 


hoſe called by you Roman AMiſfonarieſomight with more 
accuracy 
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accuracy have been called Romi MiſSionaries (the mote 


Learned and Accurate Writers having thought fit to ob.! 
ſerve a Diſtinction between the two words, Roman and 
Romiſh, the better to Avoid Ambiguity ) but this beinga ſi ? 
ſort of Nicety, it is the more ealily Excuſeable, and there ft 
fore I ſhall inſiſt no longer upon It, but proceed to Ob-. 
ſerve that what you ſay of the R Miſionaries, may be 
ſaid likewiſe of you and your Brethren, namely that 5 
(as well as they) pretend to the Spirit in Prayer, while yuh © 
are Deſtitute of the Spirit. For is it not juftly to be Feared Jil ® 
that ſuch your Pretence is chiefly to Cover Baſe Deſign: © 
and is it not Known, that you likewiſe have wicked pur © 
poſes in hand, viz. to Deceive poor Ignorant People in matten - 
which concern their Eternal Salvation > Sir, I aſſure you with! 
the Sincerity and Charity of a Chriſtian, that my Heart even 
Trembles for you and your Brethren, when I conlider hon 7 
much your vain Pretenſions to the Extraordinary Aſſiſtance zh 
of the Spirit in Prayer, &c. makes way for your Own and 
Others Running into the Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt 3 whit * 
thereby you aſcribe Unwarrantable Expreſiions and lometims le 
Downright Blaſphemies to the Holy Spirit of God; and En. C 
courage Every pitifull Ignorant Fellow to be ſo Impudent and A 
Trreligious as Not to be Afraid to Afiert Publicluy, tha © 
What He Speals or writes, it as the Spirit gives him Utterance 4 
ſoraſmuch as, He well knows, that He hath as much to ſher th 
for the Spirit's ſo Giving him Utterance, as you and your In. n 
thren have. be 
You do no other than make uſe of the Popiſh Jeſuitica # 


Artifice of Ouibbling, when you ſay, that Praying Extempon 
tool not Riſe . — the Peoifts, = is as Ol as the Bib S& 
For tho' it be True, that Praying Extempore, when Rightly 
Qualifed, is as Old as the Bible; yet tis as True, tha Cl 
Praying Extempore when Not rightly Qualified, but uſed of 
as by you in Oppoſition-to the Lawfull Commanas of the Rulen 
of the Church &c. is not as Old as the Bible, but was Faf 

ought up amongſt Us by the Popi/h Prieſis in order to 
cauſe Diviſions ; and bath been ever ſince kept up by the Di/ of « 
ſenting Teachers to the ſame end and purpoſe. Sure I an 


that Forms of Prayer are ac old as the Bible, as you 12 0 
earn 


our Church were 
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learn not only ſrom che Lord: Prayer in the New Teſtament, 


but from ſeveral Inſtances in the Old Teſtament, as Numb.6. 


. 245259 26. Den. 21. — &c.' as may be more largely 


3 ved concerning the Lawfulneſs of 
ng with. Forms of Prayer — Part 2d. Caſe 5. 

allo bay bo tho © Mir. Clarkſen's Le 
Great, ox at Jeaſt His Impartiality was not 


When, 
was not ſo 
Sincere, as 


to Free him from maintaining . by affirm- 


Ar Ae 
Chriſt. T ontrary whereo y proved in 
Ss of the Treatiſe above-mentioned, as wg 

from p. 3 69. and Dr. Comber's Hiſtory of 
Liturgies ch. 1, 2, 3, 

* might be fanker added to ſnew, that the Diſſeming 
Teachers are in reality little other than Tools made uſe of by 
the Papiſts to Deſirey the Church of England, and ſo ts Reſtore 
Popery , I ſhall have Occaſion to take Notice of It 
in my nen Treatiſe , and fo ſhall Omit It here; only Ob- 
ſerving, that you, Sir, and your Brethren-deem to ks Great 
Cue to Keep your Followers in Deep Ignorance as to 
Any-Particulars which might tend to Open their Eyes and 
tallet them ſee, that the B. / 
of England are fo far from (what is truely called) Popery, 
that they have been All — the Main Bulwarks of the 
Proteſtant Religion Againſt the Pepiſis; and accordingly have 
been, and fill are Acknowledged as ſuch by the Pro- 
* Churches beyond Sea; tho' you and your Brethren 
are not Aſhamed Falſely to Miſre ee them to your Bi- 

gattedl Followers as 2 Wherefore I cannot but take 
this Opportunity to Acquaint your Followers, that the 
Chief Compilers of the Common Prayer were Burnt in the Reign 
of the Popiſh 1 — I. and therefore to be ſure were 


Far from. b att, when they choſe to lay down their 
Lives for u ee ke ves Kb And again in 
the retgn a 


te —— piſo 65. ames II. ſeveral Biſhop: 
Tower, and Tryed, and 
Other Miniſters of Note in — Church were ſuſpended, &c. for 


Oppoſe ing the Deſigns dien 3 to Bring in Popery; * 


in Mr. Bennet s 


1 Aliniſters of the Church 
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accuracy have been called Romiſh MiſSionaries (the mors 
Learned and Accurate Writers having thought fit to ob. 
ſerve a Diſtinction between the two words, Roman and 
Romiſh, the better to Avoid Ambiguity ) but this being: 
ſort of Nicety, it is the more calily Excuſeable, and there. 
fore I ſhall inſiſt no longer upon It, but proceed to Ob-P 
ſerve that what you ſay of the Romiſh Miſtonaries, may be. 
ſaid likewiſe of you and your Brethren, namely that 5 
(as well as they) pretend to the Spirit in Prayer, while yu 
are Deſtitute of the Spirit. For is it not juſtly to be Feared | 
that ſuch your Pretence is chiefly to Cover Baſe Deſign: 
and is it not Known, that you likewiſe have wicked pid. 
a ox in hand, v iz. to Deceive poor Ignorant People in matten 
which concern their Eternal Salvation > Sir, I aflure you with 
the Sincerity and Charity of a Chriſtian, that my Heart eva 
Trembles for you and your Brethren, when I conſider hoy 
much your vain Pretenſions to the Extraordinary Aſſiſtance 
of the Spirit in Prayer, &c. makes way for your Own and 
Others Running into the Sin againſt the Fioly Ghoſt ; whilt 
thereby you aſcribe Unwarrantable Expreſiions and lometims 
Downright Blaſphemies to the Holy Spirit of Cod; and En © 
courage Every pitiful! [gnyrant Fellow to be ſo Impudent and 1 
Trreligious as Not to be Aſraid to Afiert Publickty , tha 
What Fe Speals or writes, it as the Spirit giver him Utterance 
foraſmuch as, He well knows, that He hath as much to ſh 
for the Spirit's ſo Giving him Utterance, as you and your Br: 
then have. 

You do no other than make uſe of the Popiſh Jeſuitiat 
Artifice of Quibbling, when you ſay, that Praying Extemponſ 
tool not it Riſe from the Papiſti, but is as Old as the Bibi 
For tho” it be True, that Praying Extempore, when Right! 
Qualified, is as Old as the Bible; yet tis as True, tha C 
Praying Extempore when Not rightly Qualified, but uſed 
as by you in Oppoſition-to the Lawfull Commands of the Rules 
7 the Church &c. is not as Old as the Bible, but was F 

ought up amongſt Us by the Popiſh Priefis in order to 
cauſe Diviſcons ; and bath been ever ſince het up by the Di of 
ſenting Teachers to the tame end and purpoſe. Sure I ain 
that Forms of Prayer are ac old as the Bible, as you — 

cath 
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Ob. learn not only from-the Lord: Prayer in the New Teſtament, 
and but from ſeveral Inſtances in the Old Teſtament, as Numb.6. 
no: 233 245253 26. Dent. 21, 7, 8. &c. as may be more largely 
"Bl (en in Caſes of Conſcience Reſolved concerning the Lawfulneſs of 

Ob. Joyning with Forms 4 c. Part 2d. Caſe 5, Where 
y bel allo may be ſeen that Mr. Clarkſon's Learning was not fo 
Great, of at Jeaſt His Impartiality was not fo Sincere, as 
to Free him from maintaining a Great Falſity, by affirm- 


2 ing that Forms of Prayer were not in uſe for ſome Centuries 
reno aſter Chriſt. The Contrary whereof is plainly proved in 
p. 0 5- of the Treatiſe above-mentioned, as alſo in Mr. Bennet's 


aue Abridgemens from p. 55 to p. 69- and Dr. Comber's Fiſtory of 
- Liurgies ch. I, 2, 3, &c. 
3 What might be further added to ſhew, that the Diſſenting 
Teachers are in reality little other than Tools made uſe of by 
the Papiſts to Deſtroy the Church of England, and ſo ts Reſtore 
Popery , I ſhall have Occaſion to take large Notice of It 
in my next Treatiſe , and ſo ſhall Omit It here; only Ob- 
ſerving, that you, Sir, and your Brethrenſeem to take Great 
Cue to Keep your Followers in Deep Ignorance as to 
Any Particulars which might tend to Open their Eyes and 
ta let them ſee, that the Bi/hops and Miniſters of the Church 
of England are ſo far from (what is trucly called) Popery, 
that they have been All along the Main Bulwarks of the 
Proteſtant Religion Againſt the Papiſis; and accordingly have 
been, and ſtill are Acknowledged as ſuch by the Pro- 
e "ſeat Churches beyond Sea; tho you and your Brethren 
mp, are not Aſhamed Falſely to 1 them to your Bi- 
Bib. ated Followers as Papiſis. W erefore I cannot but take 
3 this Opportunity to Acquaint your Followers, that the 
tha Chick Compilers of the Common Prayer were Burnt in the Reign 
lei of the Popiſh Queen Mary I. and therefore to be ſure were 
Ruler Lu from being Papiſts, when they choſe to lay down their 
; Fab Live: for the ſake o the Proteſtant Religion. And again in 
Jer to he reign of the late Popi/b Xing James II. ſeveral Biſhops 
e Dif of our Church were impriſoned in the Tower, and Tryed, and 
Ian her Miniſters of Note in Our Church were ſuſpended, &c. for 
1 may} ©#yoſing the Deſigns dien on foot _ Bring in Popery ; "_ 
e 
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the Diſſenters were highly Careſſed and Favoured by the ſaid Po. 
fiſh King James H. and his Party. And ſurely nothing 
more We; ty of Real can be urged to ſhew, that it is 
means of the Diſſentert that the Papiſts hope ſtill to Deſir 
one time or other the Church of England, and then to Ad. 
vance Popery upon her Ruin. 357, | | 

I have now gonethro'All the ſeveral Hines you threatned 
me with above; and whether they have done More Furt 
to my Cauſe or yours, let the Reader Determine. I ſhall 
only obſerve, that they ſeem to have been ſo far from mal. 
ing Good thoſe Two or Three Points or Heads they were brought 
for, that they can by ng means be Allowed as ſufficient to» 
ferve for All the Ret. x 


The only Three Heads you have taken notice of in your 


Letter, are theſe, viz, Forms of Prayer, your Pretbyterian Or- 
d natiun, and my Specimen of a Parallel chat might be Drawn 
between you and the Papiſls, And you have been fo far 
from Diſproving the Arguments I have made uſe of on each 
of the torementioned Heads, that as to Forms of Prayer 
you have Aſſerted hr will Fuftifie It againſt all ObjeFions ; 
and as to my Paralleling you with the Papifts you have thers 
by been forced to Acknowledge hae will evidently fhew the 
Ieakneſs of the Objeflions made by your Party agony Us on 
account of our Agreement with the Papiſt: 3 and laſtly, as to 
your Ordination you have thewn that you are ſo Far from 
Rightly Underſtanding the Controverſy about ſuch Prebyterian 
Ordinatics, that you do not Kightly know ſo much as to Spell 
the word ¶ Pretbyter] : To pals by many other Falſe Spelling: 
which are to be Found in your Leiter, tho I have not ſo 


much as taken notice of them, excepting only your [ Fore}, Þ 


[ Paraleling], and [Paralel}. 

How many other Heads be there mentioned in my Lene, 
which you have not io much as Spoken One Word about, 
much leſs Di/proved then:? And yet if they hold Good and 
Cannot be Diſprowed your own Practiee and that of your Fol- 
bomers muſt be allowed to be Erroneons and Sinfull. And 
upon theſe Conlicrations I cannot but Believe, that twill 

2 thought by All Impattial Judges, that there ſtill remains 
very 


III Dr. Wells's Auſaber. FI 


very Great Occaſion for you to Write again, iſ nt to Appear in 
2 notwitkſtanding All you have been pleaſed to Al- 
ledge to the Contrary, Indeed would you deal fo, Inge- 
nuouſly, as Openly to Declare (what your Letter too plain- 


ly intimates to be) the True keafon of your Forbearing az 
preſent to Appear in Prim, namely, that It i becauſe you 


think it by no means Proper or Convenient for you to Appear in 
Print, till. yon can Appear in True Arguing, or at leaft in True 
Spelling; this is ſo keaſonable an Excuſe as mit be Allowed 
by Me and All Other Perſons to be Entirely Sufficient and 
Satisſactory. And therefore I ſhall alſo forbear to ſay any 
more on that Subject, but proceed Ducly to Conſider the 


Cunſel you give me in the Cloſe of your Letter, which 


1s as follows. 
Mr. DowLE xs Letter. 


Sir If the cormſel of one ſo much below you in names and titles 
might have any place, I would adviſe you to turn ye thoughs from 


theſe weak and beggarly elements to the more weighty matters of 


religion, make the Jn of chriſt and the love of Cod more your 
tiudy than the advancement of ceremony , which is ar bef but 


ting mint Anniſe en Cummin, I am [we n would be more 


pleaſng to god, proſitable 16 aum People, & comſortable to your 
ſelf at laſt, if your ſpirit he wholly taken wp with form geffuse & 
habit in religion, I mu## profeſie to you mine is not, 1 have mar- 
ters of greater concern 0 my ſelf and other to exerciſe my mind 
yon, &. though I have digrefſed ſo far to 17ite ilis privately to 
you, yet you mut look for no more of this nature from me, it is 
not meet that I. ſhould leave the [ubſtame to ſerve ceremony, & ſe 
1 bid you heartily farewell. 


1 youy very humble ſervant 
Luttermorth march 15: J: Dowley. 
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F2 Mr. Dowley's Letter, 


Dr. W EL Ls's | Anſwer. 


Sir, I muſt fay that your Letter is All of a piece, and that By; 
as you Begin ſo you Hud it with Diſproving your ſelf or Self. hs 
Contradifion; fo that your Counſel is of no uſe, but to ex- ſlot! 
pole the Weakneſs of the Counſeller, and his great Unfimeſs for Wi 
ſuch an Office. 

You do not deny but the Requiring Obedience to our ca: 
Ceremonies is Tithing Mint, Aniſe and Cummin, and This is Ws 
abundantly enough to juſtifie the Writing of my Letters; and Wi 
your Counſelling me as if I had not done well therein, only Wk// 
ſhews that you can give Counſell which is direftly contrary tg the Wa 
Counſel of our Saviour himſelf. For our Saviour in the very Wh: 
ſame places you refer to (viz, Mat. 23. 23. or Luke 11. 42.) Wu 
cxprelsly faith, that the Tithing of Mint exc. and therefore re 
Obedience to Ceremonies (as being the fame by your own con- 
fellion ) og not to be leſt Undore. Hence may be ſeen, Pee 
how very Unfit-a Perſon you are to be a Spirimal Guide, WE» 
lince you ſcruple not to Find Fault with what our Saviour Wnt 
requires; and to Counſell againft Doing, what our Saviour Mr 
expreſsly Cormnſells Not ro leave Undone 3 and how plainly Wha 
Blame-worthy you and your Followers are, whilſt you thus Wh) 
Openly Diſregard and Deſpiſe the Directions of Chriſt, ſo far as to Wt 
Pride your ſelves, and think your ſelves Better or Purer Chri- 
ftians than Others, only becauſe you Dare 10 leave quite In- Wu 
done, what Chriſt (however ſmall the matters may be in {Wu 
themſelves) hath commanded Not to be left Undone. Hence Ws 
Sir, you may learn, that were you but ſo Happy as Righr- | 
ly t0-Know, what is Pleaſing to God, what is Profitable to the 
People, and what will be Comfortable to your ſelf at the laſt; Wc 
you would know, that you Sin even by turning your Thoughts ] 

from Lawfull Ceremonies ( tho' in themſelves they were no . 
other than weak and beg gerly Elements) ſo ſar as to have 10 Wt! 
Regard thereto: you would know, that, was the Faith of WW": 
Chriſt and Love of God duely fludied by yon, you would be Wt 
induced thereby to have the fame Concern for the Ad- e 
vancement of Ceremony as I have, namely in Order to the Put 
Decent Performance of Religious Worſhip , in due Obedience " l 
the 
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he Lawfull Injunct ions of our Church-Governours, and laſtly 
and above all as a means to Reſtore the Primitive Peace and 

nity of the Church, a matter of the very Higheſt Importance, 
as we learn from our Saviour, John 17. 21, 22 23. and 
other places of Scripture: you would know, that your $pi- 
it oug he to be taken np" (in the ſame meaſnre as mine is) even 

„il Form, Geſture, and Flabit in Religion; and that there 
an be no Matters of ſo great Concern to your ſelf and others, 
us to Excuſe you in the ſight of God from Exerciſing your 
ind even upon” thoſe things which you now Mind not at 
4: laſtly, you would know, that yow Regard to Sub- 
tance will not excuſe your Diſregard to Ceremony; and that 
here 15 no need to Leave the Former to Serve the Latter, 
but that Both may and ought to be duely attended upon, and 
re ſo by every True Criſtian, 

Thus you may ſee, how very 21! your Counſel! is even in 
rery Particular of it, and that you fadly ſtand in need of 
vunſell your ſelf, and of ſome one to be your Spiritual Guide 
nto the Knowledge of the Truth, from which you are at 
reſent very Diſtant, And whereas you fay, that tho yon 
ave Digreſſed thus far to Myite ti Privately to me, yet I muſs 
9k for no more of this Nature fram vu; tis not unlikely but 
Others may think that your Letter indeed be very well 
ookt upon as one Long Digreſſſon, being very little to the 
purpoſe; and that you had conſulted your own Credit 
nuch more, had you never ſent to me Any thing of the Na- 
we your Letter is of. 

[ thall only add, that for my part I am and ever ſhall 
e very Ready to do you Any Charitable Off ice in my Power, 
'ould you give me Leave. But by your Bidding me Flearti- 

Farewell, you ſeem Not to care for my Company, but to be 
ey Glad to be Rid of it: however my Charity zo you will not 
ter me to Part with you wholly yer, but only for ſome ( no 
ng ) time, till I can get Ready what elſe I judge may (or 
t leaſt ought to) be Serviceable and Beneficial to the Un- 

erving of you and your Followers, and to the Bringing you 
Put of the Thick A of Erroneous Hrejudice and Sinfull 

tinaey into the Light and Acknowledgment of the Truth. 
D3 To 
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To this Great End I ſhall cloſe All with. moſt Earneſt 
Beſeeching Almighty God for the fake of his Beloved Sen any 
ew Loving Seviow Feſus Chriſt, to Delizvey You and you 
Followers and all Others in the like ſad and deplorab 
State, from All falſe Doctrine and Schiſm , from Flardne i 

| Heart and Content of his Woid and Commandmens, 


So ſhall continually pray 


| Your moſt Faithfull and 


Aﬀectionate Scrrant in Chrift, 


Cheerbach, March 25th. 
1706. 


FDW.WELL) 
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